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PART  I 


^/934^ 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

MORTGAGE  LOANS — FRS  interpretations  on  transactions 
between  member  State  banks  and  affiliates .  28975 

SUPPLEMENTARY  EDUCATION— HEW  proposed  pro¬ 
visions  for  special  programs  and  projects;  hearing  on 
and  comments  by  9-30-74  .  28997 

PASSENGER  CAR  SAFETY — DoT  amends  guidelines  for 
new  pneumatic  tire  size  designations;  effective  8-13-74..  28980 

NEW  DRUGS— 

FDA  reclassification  of  effectiveness  claims  for  hista¬ 
mine  phosphate  injection;  request  for  hearing  by 

9-12-74  . .  29014 

FDA  provides  opportunity  for  hearing  on  Alevaire;  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing  by  9-12-74 .  29013 

BANK  LENDING  LIMITS — ^Treasury  Dept,  issues  interpre¬ 
tive  rulings  regarding  application  to  standby  letters  of 
credit  and  finance  acceptances;  disclosure  requirements; 
effective  9-16-74  .  28974 

CARBON  MONOXIDE — Labor  Department  statement  on 
impact  of  proposed  standard  for  occupational  exposure; 
comments  by  9-27-74..  .  28997 

PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS — EPA  establishes  tolerances  and 
exemptions  for  certain  chemicals  (2  documents);  effective 
8-13-74  . 28977 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROGRAM  FOR  THE  FUTURE— 
Agriculture  Department  long-term  plan  for  improvement  of 
'forest  and  rangeland;  comments  by  12-15-74 .  ..  29011 

TRUCK  STOP  FACILITIES — FEO  amends  leasing  guide¬ 
lines;  effective  5-1-74 .  28973 

(Continued  inside) 


PART  II: 

AVIATION — FAA  revised  advisory  checklist 


Ho.  167— Pt.  I- 


reminders 


(Tlie  Itwnt  In  this  list  wsn  sdltorlslly  eoaqriled  ss  an  aid  to  PsnssAi.  Rsoism  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
slgnlflcanos.  Stnoa  thta  list  Is  Intsndsd  as  a  ramlndsr.  It  does  not  include  ^ectlve  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 
This  list  includes  (mly  rulee  that  were  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Pederai.  Register  after  Octo¬ 
ber  1, 1972. 

'  page  no. 

and  data 


CORRECTION 

DoT/NHTSA — ^Air  brake  systems 
standard,  Federal  motor  vehicle 
safety  standards.  Effective  date 
incorrectly  given  as  August  1, 
1974.  Correct  dates  are  January 
and  March  1,  1975,  and  new  Re¬ 
minders  will  be  published  on 
those  dates .  17550;  5-17-74 


HEW/ FDA — Use  of  enzyme  modified 

cheese  in  cheese  products .  20786; 

6-14-74 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  n.S.C.. 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
genwal  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents, required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest. 


§ 

I 

t 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  man  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U-S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  lepublicatlon  of  material  iq>pearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


MEETINGS— 

Interior  Department:  Midwest  Regional  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  9-19  and  9-20-74 .  29011 

Labor  Department:  Standards  Advisory  Committee  on 

Marirte  Termiiwl  Facilities,  9-17  and  9-18-74 .  29059 

CIvH  Service  Commission:  Federal  Employees  Pay  Coun¬ 
cil,  9-4-74 . 29043 

Civil  Rights  Commission:  Massachusetts  State  Advisory 

Committee,  9-5-74 . .  29044 

Montana  State  Advisory  Committee,  9-6-74 .  29044 

New  Mexico  State  Advisory  Committee,  8-28  through 
8-30-74  . 29044 


Utah  State  Advisory  Committee,  9-16-74 .  29044 

HEW:  Breast  Cancer  Diagnosis  Committee,  9-11-74 _  29016 

Committee  on  Cancer  Immunodiagnosis,  9-10-74..„  29016 

Diagnostic  Research  Advisory  Group,  Diagnostic 
Radiology  Committee,  and  Breast  Cancer  Diagnosis 

Committee,  9-12-74 . 29017 

Therapeutic  Evaluations  Committee,  9-23-74 .  29017 

Vision  Research  Program  Committee,  9-19  and 

9-20-74  . 29017 

AEC:  General  Advisory  Committee,  8-28  and  8-29-74.. 

8-29-74  .  29042 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Flue-Cured  Tobacco  Advisory 
Committee;  postponement —  29011 

AGRICULTURAL  STABtUZATION  AND 
CONSERVATKIN  SERVICE 
Rules 

Cotton;  base  acreage  allotments 
tor  1974  and  succeeding  crops; 
correction  _  28973 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service;  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation; 

Forest  Service;  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration. 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc. : 

Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  29020 

Boston  Edison  Co _  29020 

Carolina  Power  and  Light  Co__  29020 
Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (3 

doctunents)  _  29022 

Consolidated  Edison  Company 

of  New  York _  29024 

Consmners  Power  Co _  29025 

Florida  Power  and  Light  Co -  29025 

Houston  Lighting  and  Power 

Co _  29017 

Indiana  ti  Michigan  Power  Co _  29026 

Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power 

Co _  29027 

Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light 

Co . .  29028 

Maine  Yankee  Atomic  Power 

Co _ _■ . .  29029 

Metropolitan  Edison  Co.,  et  al_  29030 
National  Bureau  of  Standards.  29030 
Nebraska  Public  Power  Dis¬ 
trict  _  29031 

Northeast  Nuclear  Energy  Co., 

et  al.  (3  documents) _  29017-29019, 

29032 

Northern  States  Power  Co.  (2 

documents)  _  29032 

Omaha  Public  Power  District..  29034 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co _  29034 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co.,  et  al.  29041 
Power  Authority  of  the  State  of 
New  York _  29035 


Rochester  Gas  and  Electric 

Corp _  29036 

Southern  California  Edison  Co.  29037 
Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power 

Corp _  29038 

Virghiia  Electric  and  Power 

Co _  29039 

Wisconsin  Michigan  and  Wis¬ 
consin  Electric  Power  Co _  29040 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp.  29041 

Meetings;  General  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  29042 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc _  29043 

International  Air  Transport  As¬ 
sociation  _  29043 


CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings;  State  advisory  commit¬ 


tees: 

Massachusetts  _  29044 

Montana  _  29044 

New  Mexico _  29044 

Utah _ 29044 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service: 

Department  of  Justice _  28973 

Notices 

Meetings;  Federal  Employees  Pay 
Council _  29043 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMENTATION 
OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 
Notices 

Haiti;  certain  cotton  textiles _  29043 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Notices 

Procurement  list,  1974;  pr(H>osed 
addition _  29043 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Rules 

Cooperative  marketing  associa¬ 
tions;  eligibility  requirements 
for  price  support;  correction _  28973 


COMPTROLLER  OF  THE  CURRENCY 

Rules 

Interpretive  rulings;  appUcation 
of  lending  limits  to  standby  let¬ 
ters  of  credit  and  ineligible  ac¬ 
ceptances  _  28974 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

National  Advisory  Committee  for 
the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act  and 
Technical  Advisory  Committee 
on  Poison  Prevention  J^kag- 
ing;  change  in  membership 
representation _  29044 

CUSTOMS  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Customs  Field  organization;  Re¬ 
gion  VI,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex..  28996 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Supplementary  centers  and  serv¬ 
ices;  guidance,  counseling,  and 
testing;  special  programs  and 
projects _  28997 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Rules 

Pesticide  chemicals;  tolerances 
and  exemptions  from  toler¬ 
ances: 

DDT _  28977 

Miscellaneous  amendments _  28977 


Proposed  Rules 

Approval  and  promulgation  of 
State  implementation  plans: 
Compliance  schedules  for  Mis¬ 
sissippi  _  28984 

National  ambient  air  quality 
standards;  public  hearings  on 
maintenance  areas _  28994 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.;  Uniroyal  Chem¬ 
ical  _  29049 

Environmental  impact  statements 
and  other  environmental  ac¬ 
tions;  availability  of  EPA  com¬ 
ments  _ 29046 

Pesticide  registrations;  applica¬ 
tions  _  29049 

(Continued  on  next  page) 
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CONTENTS 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Airworthiness  directives;  Sikorsky 

Aircraft _  28975 

Control  zones  (2  documents) -  28976 

Ti'ansition  area _ _ —  28977 

Notices 

Advisory  circiilar  checklist  and 
status  of  regulations - 29144 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 


Common  services  and  facilities; 
resale  and  shared  \ise;  exten¬ 
sion  of  time _  29008 

FM  broadcast  stations  in  Florida; 

table  of  assignments _  29008 

Notices 

International  record  carriers; 
scope  of  operations;  extension 
of  time _  29050 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Ruling;  truck  stop  leases -  28973 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity;  applications, 
abandonment  of  service  and 
petitions  to  amend _  29051 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.; 

City  National  Bank  Corp _  29051 

Ccmununity  Financisd  Services 

Inc  _  29052 

First  Bancgroup-Alabama  Inc.  29052 

First  Commerce  Corp _  29052 

First  Tennessee  National  Corp.  29053 
Galbank,  Inc.  and  United  States 

National  Bancshares  Inc -  29053 

Guaranty  Commerce  Corp -  29053 

International  Bank -  29054 

Levy  Bancorp -  29054 

Marco  Capital  Corp _  29055 

Patagonia  Corp _  29055 

Sim  Banks  of  Florida  Inc -  29056 

Topeka  Bank  Shares  Inc -  29056 

United  Virginia  Bankshares  Inc.  29056 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 


Rules 

Prohibited  trade  practices;  cease 
and  desist  orders: 

Avalon  Industries,  Inc.,  and 

Morton  Berman _  28979 

Robertson  Investment  Co.,  Inc., 
and  Beltway  Park  Apart¬ 
ments  Warehouse _  28978 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Rules 

Miscellaneous  interpretations ; 
transaction  between  member 
banks  and  affiliates _  28975 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Rules 

Hunting: 

Certain  national  wildlife  refuges 
in  western  States -  28981 


Kofa  Game  Range,  Arizona, 
and  Laguna  Atascosa  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Texas.  28983 
Qulvira  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Kansas  (2  documents) ..  28982 
Salt  Plains  National  WUdllfe 
Refuge,  Oklahwna _  28983 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices  * 

Human  drugs;  certain  prepara¬ 
tions  containing  histamine 

phosphate  _  29014 

Meetings;  Advisory  committees; 

correction _  29016 

New  drugs;  Alevaire,  opportunity 
for  hearing _  29013 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 
Apache-Sitgreaves  and  Tonto 
National  Forests,  Cholla  Proj¬ 
ect  _  29012 

Lolo  National  Forest,  Gold 

Creek  Planning  Unit _  29012 

Meadow  Moimtain _  29012 

Long-term  forestry  plan;  draft 
program  availability _  29011 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
Notices 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board;  regula¬ 
tory  reports  review;  receipt  of 
proposals _  29057 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Executive  branch  positions;  Com¬ 
mission  on  Government  Pro¬ 
curement  Recommendations _  29057 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Education  Office;  Pood  and  ' 
Drug  Administration;  Health 
Resources  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health. 

HEALTH  RESOURCES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings;  Cooperative  Health 
Statistics  Advisory  Committee.  29016 

IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Nonimmigrant  documentary 
waiver;  requirement  regarding 
entry  into  Puerto  Rico  and  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands _ I.  28996 

INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL  (COAL 
MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 

Notices 

Applications,  etc. ;  Pecco  Coal  Co., 

Inc -  29057 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Pish  and  WUdllfe  Service; 

Land  Management  Bureau;  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Fourth  section  application  for 
relief _  29078 


Hearing  assignments _  29059 

Motor  carriers: 

Board  transfer  proceedings _  29072 

Irregular  route  property  car¬ 
riers;  elimination  of  gateway 

letter  notices _  29060 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  (3  documents) _  29073 

Passenger,  express  and  property 
carriers  (except  motor  common 
carriers) ;  surcharges  to  offset 
fuel  cost  Increases _  29059 


JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Immigration  and  Naturaliza¬ 
tion  Service. 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration. 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 

Proposed  withdrawals  and  reser¬ 
vations  of  land: 

California;  termination;  cor¬ 
rection  _  29009 

Idaho;  hearing _  29009 

Nevada;  hearing  and  partial 

termination  (2  documents) _  29009 

New.  Mexico;  pipeline  applica¬ 
tions  (5  documents) _  29010 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 

Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  lists  of 
requests _ _ _ ; _  29057 


NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards: 

New  pneumatic  tires  for  passen¬ 
ger  cars;  procedures  for  add¬ 
ing  new  tire  size  designations.  28980 
Vehicle  in  use  inspection  stand¬ 
ards;  motor  vehicles  with 
GVWR  more  than  10,000 
pounds _  28980 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 


Notices 

Meetings; 

Breast  Cancer  Diagnosis  Com¬ 
mittee  _  29016 

Committee  on  Cancer  Immuno- 

diagnosis _  29016 

Diagnostic  Radiology  Cmnmit- 
tee  and  Breast  Cancer  Dh^- 

nosis  Committee _  29017 

Therapeutic  Evaluations  Cwn- 

mittee _  29017 

Vision  Research  Program  Com¬ 
mittee  _  29017 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Notices 

Meetings;  Midwest  Regional  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee _  29011 


OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Standard  for  occupational  expo¬ 
sure  to  caihon  monoxide;  Int^t 
to  prepare  environmental  Im¬ 
pact  statement _  28997 


It 
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Notices 

Meetings;  Standards  Advisory 
Committee  on  Marine  Terminal 
Facilities  _ . _  29059 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Third  class  mail;  marking  of  mail 
at  single  piece  rate _ ^ _  28995 


RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Rural  electrification  program; 
accounting  requirements _  28997 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rules 

Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 

Inc.;  procedure  changes _  28995 


Notices 


Hearings,  etc.: 

BBI  Inc_ _ _ _ 29057 

Fidelity  Mutual  Income  Inves¬ 
tors  _  29057 

Nicoa  Corp _  29057 

Provident  Management  Corp. 
and  Provident  Family  Invest¬ 
ment  Plans _  29057 


SECURITY  AND  CONSULAR  AFFAIRS 
BUREAU 

Proposed  Rules 

Nonimmigrant  passports  and 
visas;  requirement  regarding 
entry  into  Puerto  Rico  and  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands _  28995 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

BRI  Corp.;  surrender  of  license-.  29059 


STATE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Security  and  Consular  Affairs 
Bureau. 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion;  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration. 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.;  John  Swenson 
Granite  Co.  Inc _  29059 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Comptroller  of  the  Cur¬ 
rency;  Customs  Service. 

Notices 

Lock-in  amplifiers  from  United 
Kingdom;  amendment  of  anti¬ 
dumpingproceeding _  29008 


▼ 


lOElAl  MOISTB.  VOL  M.  IKL  157— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  13.  1974 


CONTENTS 


Ifst  of  cfr  ports  affected 


Th«  following  numorical  gukto  Is  a  list  of  ttia  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  bi  todays 
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4307 _  28605 

Executive  Orders: 
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5430) _  27798 

6116  (Revoked  In  part  by 

PLO  5429) . 27904 

11322  (See  EO  11796) .  27891 
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Title  7 — ^Agriculture 

CHAPTER  VII— AGRICULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpart — Base  Acreage  Allotments  for 
1974  and  Succeeding  Crops  of  Upland 
Cotton 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-17152  appearing  at  page 
27305  in  the  Issue  for  Friday,  July  26, 
1974,  make  the  following  changes: 

1.  In  §  722.404(f)(9),  page  27306,  in 
the  eighth  line  ‘‘draught’’  should  read 
“drought”, 

2.  In  §  722.406(h)(4),  page  27307,  in 
the  last  line  “his”  should  read  “this”. 

3.  In  §  722.420(b)  (2),  page  27311,  the 
first  word,  reading  “Divlxde”,  should  read 
“Divide”. 

4.  In  §722.420(1),  page  27311,  in  the 
27th  line  “reclvlng”  should  road  “receiv¬ 
ing”. 


CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[Cooperative  Marketing  Associations,  Price 
Support  Eligibility  Regs.,  Anadt.  2] 

PART  1425— COOPERATIVE  MARKETING 
ASSOCIATIONS 

Subpart — Eligibility  Requirements  for  Price 
Support 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-17153  appearing  at  page 
27313  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  July  26, 
1974,  make  the  following  changes  in  the 
table  in  §  1425.3(a) : 

1.  “Dry  edible  beans _ July  1.** 

should  read  “Dry  edible  beans _ 

Aug.  1.” 

2.  “Honey _ Aug,  1.”  should  read 

“Honey _ July  1.” 

3.  “Rice _ Sept.  1.”  should  read 

“Rice _ Aug.  1.” 

4.  “Soybeans _ Aug.  l.“  should 

read  “Soybeans _ Sept.  1.” 


Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Justice 
Section  213.3310  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Special  Assistant 
to  the  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 


Administration,  is  excepted  under  Sched¬ 
ule  C. 

Effective  on  August  13, 1974,  §  213.3310 
(1)  (2)  is  added  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3310  Department  of  Justice. 

•  •  '  *  •  • 

(1)  Drug  Enforcement  Administra¬ 
tion.  •  •  • 

(2)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(6  UA.C,  aecs.  3301,  3302;  E  O.  10677  3  CPR 
1954-58  comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-18554  Filed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 
[Ruling  1974-24] 

APPENDIX— RULINGS 
Truck  Stop  Leases 

Note:  This  Ruling  supersedes  Ruling 
1974-7  <m  Truck  Stop  Leases  (39  FR  10434, 
March  20,  1974).  On  AprU  80,  1974,  FEO 
amended  Su1:q>art  O  of  Part  212  of  Title  10 
CFR,  governing  the  leasing  of  real  property 
used  In  the  retaUlng  of  gasoUne,  to  reflect  a 
change  In  FEO’s  regulatory  authority  resiilt- 
ing  from  the  expiration  of  the  Economic  8ta- 
bllissatlon  Act  of  1970.  (39  FR  16139)  The 
April  30,  1974  amendment  was  adopted  In  at- 
der  to  bring  Subpart  O  within  the  scope  of 
the  Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act,  by 
limiting  the  appllcabUlty  of  the  ‘'lessors" 
provision  In  Subpart  O  to  those  situations 
in  which  both  the  lessm:  and  the  lessee  of 
real  property  used  In  the  retailing  of  gaso¬ 
line  are  reflners,  resellers,  reseller-retailers,  or 
retailers,  as  defined  In  Part  212.  Consistent 
with  this  change  in  the  scope  of  Subpart  O, 
FEA  la  Issuing  this  new  Rifling  to  replace 
Ruling  1974-7  on  truck  stop  leases.  The  rent 
charged  for  a  truck  stop  faciUty  after  April 
30,  1974,  therefore,  must  conform  to  this  rul¬ 
ing.  The  rent  charged  prior  to  May  1,  1974, 
must  conform  to  Ruling  1974-7. 

Facts.  Firm  A  is  the  lessee  operator  of 
a  truck  stop  facility  which  provides  re¬ 
tail  fuel  sales  of  gasoline  and  diesel  fuel, 
restaurant  services,  vehicle  repair  facili¬ 
ties  and  other  sales  and  service  activities. 
Firm  B,  a  refiner,  leases  the  truck  stop 
facility  to  Firm  A  and  supplies  Firm  A 
with  gasoline  and  diesel  fueL 
Firm  A  leased  the  real  property  used 
for  its  truck  stop  facility  from  Firm  B 
under  a  single  lease  which,  under  the 
terms  prevailing  on  May  15,  1973,  pro¬ 
vided  for  rental  of  the  entire  property, 
with  the  rent  determined  under  sepa¬ 
rate  formulas  as  a  percentage  of  total 


sales  revenues  of  fuel  and  as  a  percentage 
of  total  sales  revenues  of  other  products 
and  services,  and  subject  to  a  certain 
minimum  dollar  amoimt  applicable  to  the 
entire  lease. 

Upon  the  expiratiem  of  this  lease  on 
May  1,  1974,  Firm  B  seeks  to  establish  a 
new  lease  for  the  truck  stop  which  (1) 
increases  the  rent  based  on  a  percentage 
of  total  sales  revenues  of  fuel;  (2)  in¬ 
creases  the  rent  based  on  a  percentage  of 
total  sales  revenues  of  products  and  serv¬ 
ices  other  than  fuel;  and  (3)  Increases 
the  minimum  dollar  amount  above  that 
which  prevailed  on  May  15,  1973. 

Issue.  Are  any  of  the  rent  increases 
in  the  new  lease  sought  by  Firm  B  per¬ 
mitted  under  Subpart  G  (ff  Part  212  of 
the  FEA  regulations,  as  amended? 

Ruling.  Yes.  Firm  B  may  establish  a 
new  lease  which  increases  the  rent  which 
is  based  on  a  percentage  of  total  sales 
revenues  of  products  and  services  other 
than  fuel,  above  that  which  prevailed  on 
May  15,  1973.  However,  Firm  B  may  not 
increase  the  rent  based  on  a  percentage 
of  the  total  sales  revenues  of  fuel,  nor 
the  minimum  dollar  amount,  above  the 
levels  which  prevailed  on  May  15,  1973. 

FEO  Ruling  1974-7  concluded  that: 

•  •  •  A  lessor  oi  real  property  used  In 
the  retaUlng  of  gasoline  may  not  now  treat 
separately  uses  of  real  property  that  were 
formerly  treated  In  a  single  lease  agreement, 
nor  may  It  raise  the  rent  with  respect  to  any 
use  of  such  property  beyond  the  rent  charged 
pursuant  to  the  contractual  terms  juevalling 
on  May  16, 1973. 

•  •  •  The  fact  that  the  old  lease  provided 
separate  formulas  for  the  rent  attributable  to 
the  particular  uses  of  the  real  property  does 
not  provide  a  basis  for  the  lessor  to  make 
aeparate  leases  for  these  uses  or  to  increase 
the  rent,  either  separately  or  together,  for 
these  uses. 

This  Ruling  was  correct  under  the  Cost 
of  Living  Council  Phase  IV  rules  for 
petroleum  product  prices  which  were 
subsequently  Incorporated  into  the  FEO 
regulations  as  Subpart  O  of  10  C.F.R. 
Part  212.  After  the  expiration  of  the 
Economic  Stabilization  Act,  however, 
FEO’s  authority  to  control  rents  for  the 
non-fuel  areas  or  non-fuel  uses  of  the 
real  property  used  in  the  retailing  of 
gasoline  has  been  limited  to  situations 
in  which  such  rents  are  so  inextricably 
intertwined  with  the  rent  for  the  fuel 
area  and  fuel  uses  as  to  make  their  sepa¬ 
ration  Impracticable.  For  example.  Firm 
B  may  not  Increase  the  minimum  dollar 
amoimt  in  the  above  fact  situation  be¬ 
cause  on  May  15, 1973,  the  minimum  dol¬ 
lar  amount  applied  to  the  entire  leased 
property  without  apportionment  between 
the  non-fuel  area  and  the  fuel  area.  Any 
Increase  in  the  minimum  dollar  amount 
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would,  therefore,  be  an  Increase  In  the 
rent  on  both  the  fu^  and  non-fud  areas 
of  the  real  pn^ierty.  Firm  B  maj,  how¬ 
ever.  Increase  the  rent  based  on  a  per¬ 
centage  (rf  total  sales  revenues  of  ind¬ 
ucts  and  services  other  than  fud.  since 
this  could  be  done  without  Increasing  the 
rent  for  the  fud  area  of  the  property. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

Acting  General  CounsO,, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

August  8,  1974. 

(PR  Doc.74-18643  Filed  8-8-74;  11:59  am] 


TItie  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  i— BUREAU  OF  THE  COMPTROL¬ 
LER  OF  THE  CURRENCY,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  THE  TREASURY 

DISCLOSURE  REQUIREMENTS 

Application  of  Lending  Limits  to  Standby 
Letters  of  Credit  and  Ineligible  Acceptances 

On  January  22,  1974,  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  published  proposed  In¬ 
terpretive  rulings  which  would  subject 
standby  letters  of  credit  and  Ineligible 
acceptances  to  statutory  limitations  on 
loans  and  require  footnote  disclosure  on 
balance  sheets  of  the  aggregate  amount 
of  outstanding  standby  letters  of  credit. 
The  comments  received  were  generally 
favorable  to  the  substantive  require¬ 
ments  Imposed  by  the  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing,  but  almost  all  commentators  pointed 
out  deficiencies  in  the  definition  of 
standby  letter  of  credit.  The  most  preva¬ 
lent  comment  was  that  the  proposed 
definition  was  ambiguous  and  overly 
broad.  Ihe  definition  has  been  revised  to 
more  precisely  define  the  kinds  of  letters 
of  cr^t  subject  to  lending  limits  and 
disclosure  reqxiirements.  The  revised  In¬ 
terpretive  rulings  and  disclosure  regu¬ 
lations  are  as  follows: 

PART  7— INTERPRETIVE  RULINGS 

In  12  CPR  Ch.  I,  Part  7  Is  amended 
by  revision  of  §f  7.1160,  7.1550  and  add¬ 
ing  a  new  §  7.7361  to  re^  as  follows: 

§  7.1160  Application  of  lending  limits 

to  standby  letters  of  credit. 

(a)  Definition.  A  “standby  letter  of 
credit”  is  any  letter  of  credit,  or  similar 
arrangement  however  named  or  de¬ 
scribed.  which  represents  an  obligation 
to  the  beneficiary  on  the  part  of  the  Is¬ 
suer  (1)  to  repay  money  borrowed  by 
or  advanced  to  or  for  the  account  of  the 
account  party  or  (2)  to  make  payment 
on  account  of  any  indebtedness  under¬ 
taken  by  the  account  party,  or  (3)  to 
make  payment  on  account  of  any  defaiilt 
by  the  accoimt  party  in  the  performance 
of  an  obligation.^ 


*  As  defined  in  this  subsection  (a) ,  the 
term  “standby  letter  of  credit”  does  not  in- 
ciude  commercial  letters  of  credit  and  similar 
Instruments  where  the  issuing  bank  expects 
the  beneficiary  to  draw  upmi  the  issu^, 
which  do  not  “guaranty"  payment  of  a  money 
obligation  and  which  do  not  provide  for 
payment  in  the  event  of  defa\ilt  by  the  ac¬ 
count  party. 


(b)  Subject  to  lending  limits.  A  staoidhy 
letter  of  credit  Is  subject  to  the  Umlta- 
ttons  of  section  84  and  must  be  combined 
with  any  other  noneze^ted  loans  to  the 
account  party  by  tiie  Issuing  bank  for  the 
purposes  of  applying  section  84.' 

(c)  Exceptions.  All  standby  letters  of 
credit  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  paragraph  except  vdiere: 

(1)  Prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  issuance, 
the  issuing  bank  is  paid  an  amount  equal 
to  the  bank’s  maximum  liability  imder 
the  standby  letter  of  credit;  or 

(2)  Prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  Issuance, 
the  issuing  bank  has  set  aside  sufficlait 
funds  in  a  segregated  d^ioslt  account, 
clearly  earmarked  for  that  purpose,  to 
cover  the  bank’s  maximum  liability  un¬ 
der  the  standby  letter  of  credit;  or 

(3)  ITie  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
has  found  that  a  particular  standby  let¬ 
ter  of  credit  or  class  of  standby  letters 
of  credit  wUl  not  expose  the  issuer  to 
the  similar  risk  of  loss  as  would  a  loan 
to  the  account  party. 

§  7.1550  Exception  5 :  Bankers’  Accept¬ 
ances. 

(a)  Law— 12  UB.C.  84(5) 

[Such  limitation  of  10  per  c^tum  shall 
be  subject  to  the  following  exceptions:] 
(5)  Obligations  In  the  form  of  bank¬ 
ers’  acceptance  of  other  banks  of  the 
kind  described  In  (12  UB.C.  372  and  373) 
shall  not  be  subject  under  this  section 
to  any  limitation  based  upon  such  capi¬ 
tal  and  surplus. 

(b)  Acceptances  of  other  banks:  Ex¬ 
ception  5  permits  the  purchase  by  a  na¬ 
tional  bank  without  limitation  of  bank¬ 
ers’  acceptances  made  by  other  banks, 
provided  that  such  acceptances  are  of 
the  kinds  described  In  section  372  and 
373  (eligible  acceptances).  Other  kinds 
of  acceptances  (ineligible  acceptances) 
made  by  other  banks  are  Included  within 
the  purchasing  bank’s  lending  limit  to 
each  acceptor  bank. 

(c)  Own  acceptances.  (1)  Eligible. 
The  limits  imder  which  a  national  bank 
may  Itself  accept  drafts  ^glble  for  re¬ 
discount  are  contained  In  sections  372 
and  373.  Said  limits  are  distinct  from 
the  section  84  limit.  Thus  a  bank  may 
accept  eligible  drafts  for  a  customer  up 
to  the  amount  permitted  by  sections  372 
and  373  at  the  same  time  that  customer 
Is  Indebted  to  the  bank  In  other  ways 
up  to  his  section  84  limit. 

(2)  Ineligible.  An  “ineligible**  ac¬ 
ceptance  Is  a  time  draft  accepted  by  a 
bank  which  does  not  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  for  discount  with  a  Federal 
Reserve  bank.  A  national  bank  may  ac¬ 
cept  ineligible  paper  on  behalf  of  a 
customer  only  within  the  limits  of  section 
84.  All  nonexcepted  Indebtedness  of  the 
customer  to  the  accepting  bank  must  be 


*  wnera  the  standby  letter  of  credit  Is  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  nonrecourse  participation  agree¬ 
ment  with  another  bank  or  banks,  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  apply  to  the  Issuer  and  each  par¬ 
ticipant  In  the  same  manner  as  In  the  case 
of  a  participated  loan. 


combined  with  his  obligations  In  regard 
to  Ineligible  paper  and  the  total  may 
not  exceed  the  section  84  lending  limit. 

(3)  Discount  0/  own  acceptance.  Dur¬ 
ing  any  period  within  which  a  bank  holds 
its  own  acceptance,  tifiglble  or  In^lglble, 
having  given  value  therefor,  the  amount 
thereof  Is  Included  against  the  section 
84  limit  of  the  customer  for  whmn  the 
acc^tance  was  made. 

§  7.7361  Standby  letters  of  credit  or  in¬ 
eligible  acceptance  on  behalf  of  affil¬ 
iate. 

Standby  letters  of  credit  as  defined  In 
S  7.1160  of  this  part  and  Ineligible  ac¬ 
ceptances  constitute  extensions  credit 
within  the  meaning  of  12  n.S.Cf.  371c, 
when  Issued  (m  behalf  of  an  affiliate. 


PART  11— SECURITIES  ACT  DISCLOSURE 
RULES 

In  12  CFR  Chapter  I,  Part  11  Is  amend¬ 
ed  by  adding  to  S  11.7(c)  (9),  General 
notes  to  balance  sheets,  a  new  sub¬ 
paragraph  (vlli)  as  follows: 

§  11.7  Form  and  content  of  financial 
statements. 

(c)  •  •  • 

(9)  •  •  • 

•  *  •  •  • 

(vill)  Standby  letters  of  credit.  A 
“standby  letter  of  credit”  Is  any  letter 
of  credit,  or  similar  arrangement  how¬ 
ever  named  or  described,  which  repre¬ 
sents  an  obllgatlcm  to  the  beneficiary  on 
the  part  of  the  issuer  (a)  to  repay  money 
borrowed  by  or  advanced  to  or  for  the 
account  of  the  account  party,  or  (b)  to 
make  payment  on  account  of  any  In¬ 
debtedness  imdertaken  by  the  account 
party,  or  (c)  to  make  payment  on  ac¬ 
count  of  any  default  by  the  account  party 
In  the  performance  of  an  obligation.  Do 
not  include  standby  letter  of  credit  for 
which  the  Issuing  bank  has  either  been 
paid  an  amount  equal  to  Its  maximum  li¬ 
ability  thereunder  or  has  set  aside  suffi¬ 
cient  fimds  in  a  segregated  account, 
clearly  earmarked  for  that  purpose,  to 
cover  the  bank’s  maximum  liability. 

•  *  •  •  • 


PART  IB— FORM  AND  CONTENT  OF 
FINANCIAL  STATEMENTS 

In  12  CFR  Ch.  L  Part  18  is  amended 
by  revising  S  18.2  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (f)  to  9  18.8  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  18.2  Definitions  of  terms. 

A  “standby  letter  of  credit”  is  any 
letter  of  credit,  or  similar  arrangement 
however  named  or  described,  which  rep¬ 
resents  an  obligation  to  the  beneficiary 
on  the  part  of  the  issuer  (a)  to  repay 
money  borrowed  by  or  advanced  to  or  for 
the  account  of  the  account  party,  or  (b) 
to  make  payment  on  account  of  any  in¬ 
debtedness  undertaken  by  the  accoimt 
party,  or  (c)  to  make  payment  on  ac¬ 
count  of  any  default  by  the  account  party 
in  the  performance  of  an  obligation.  Do 
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not  Include  standby  letters  of  credit  for 
which  the  issuing  bank  has  either  been 
paid  an  amoimt  equal  to  its  maximum 
liability  thereunder  or  has  set  aside  suffi¬ 
cient  fimds  in  a  segregated  deposit  ac- 
co\mt,  clearly  earmarked  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  to  cover  the  bank’s  maximum 
liability. 

§  1S.8  Rules  of  general  application. 

•  •  •  *  • 

Cf)  Furnish  in  a  footnote  to  Item  19 
of  the  balance  sheet,  the  amount  of  out¬ 
standing  standby  letters  of  credit. 

The  above  revisions  become  effective 
on  September  16, 1974,  standby  letters  of 
credit  and  Ineligible  acceptances  Issued 
or  renewed  after  said  date  are  subject 
to  revised  SS  7.1160,  7.1550  and  new 
7.7361;  all  financial  statements  subject 
to  Parts  11  and  18  Issued  after  said  date 
shall  contain  the  footnotes  required  by 
new  SS  11.7(c)  (9)  (viil)  and  S  18.8(f). 

Dated:  August  9, 1974. 

[seal]  James  E.  Smith, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currencu. 

[FB  Doc.74-18563  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  RESERVE 
SYSTEM 

SUBCHAPTER  A— BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

PART  250— MISCELLANEOUS 
INTERPRETATIONS 

Transactions  Between  Member  State 
Banks  and  Their  Affiliates 

S  250.250  Applicability  of  section  23A 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  to  a  mem¬ 
ber  State  bank’s  purchase  of,  or  par¬ 
ticipation  in,  a  loan  originated  by  a 
mortgage  banking  affiliate. 

(a)  A  question  has  been  raised  as  to 
whether  a  m^ber  bank’s  purchase,  with¬ 
out  recourse,  and  at  face  value,  of  any 
mortgage  note,  or  participation  therein, 
from  a  mortgage  banking  subsidiary  of 
Its  parent  bank  holding  company  at  the 
Inception  of  the  underhrlng  mortgage 
loan  Involves  a  “loan”  or  “extension  of 
credit’’  from  the  member  bank  to  the  af¬ 
filiate  within  the  meaning  of  section  23A 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  (12  n.S.C. 
371c).  In  the  given  circumstances,  the 
affiliate  originated  the  mortgage  loans 
at  prrailses  other  than  an  office  of  the 
member  bank  and  hence  was  not  a  com¬ 
pany  furnishing  services  to  or  perform¬ 
ing  services  for  the  holding  company  or 
its  banking  subsidiaries  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  9  4(c)  (1)  (C)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  UB.C.  1843(c)  (1)  (C) ). 
Loans  or  extensions  of  credit  to  the  af¬ 
filiate  were  therefore  not  oitltled  to  ex¬ 
emption  frmn  the  provisions  of  section 
23A  by  virtue  of  subsection  (1)  of  the 
final  p>aragraph  thereof. 

(b)  Paragraph  4  of  section  23A  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  term  “extension  of  credit” 
shall  be  deemed  to  “include”  the  dis¬ 
count  of  promissory  notes,  bills  of  ex¬ 
change,  conditional  sales  contracts,  or 
similar  paper,  whether  with  or  without 
recourse,  excepting  the  acquisition  of 
such  paper  by  a  member  bank  from  an¬ 


other  bank  without  recourse.  In  previ¬ 
ously  interpreting  the  statutory  provision 
from  which  this  provision  is  derived 
(Section  6  of  the  Bank  Holding  Ccunpany 
Act  of  1956,  repealed  July  1,  1966),  the 
Board  concluded  that  “discount”  in  the 
context  of  the  statute  meant  “purchase” 
and  that  the  purchase  of  notes,  bills  of 
exchange,  conditional  sales  contracts  or 
similar  paper  from  an  affiliate  was  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  prohibitions  of  the  statute. 
(1958  Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  260.)  Fur¬ 
ther,  the  Board  notes  that  Uie  definition 
in  section  23A  is  illustrative  rather  than 
exclusive.  The  Board  believes  that  the 
purposes  of  section  23A  justify  a  broad 
construction  of  the  definition  of  “exten¬ 
sion  of  credit”  to  Include  certain  pur¬ 
chases  of  obligations,  even  though  the 
purchases  are  not  made  at  a  discount 
from  face  value.  A  bank’s  financing  of 
the  working  capital  needs  of  a  mortgage 
banking  affiliate  may  occur  through  out¬ 
right  purchases  of  obligations,  and  the 
types  of  abuses  with  which  section  23A 
is  ccmcemed  are  likewise  possible  in  such 
circumstances,  since  such  transactions 
between  affiliates  could  result  in  an  un¬ 
due  risk  to  the  financial  condition  of  the 
inirchasing  bank. 

(c)  The  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  purchase  by  a  member  State  bank 
of  a  mortgage  note,  or  participation 
therein,  from  a  mortgage  banking  affili¬ 
ate  would  Involve  a  loan  or  extension  of 
credit  to  the  affiliate  if  the  latter  had 
either  made,  or  committed  Itself  to 
make,  the  loan  or  extension  of  credit 
evidenced  by  the  note  prior  to  the  time 
when  the  member  bank  first  obligated 
itself,  by  commitment  or  otherwise,  to 
purchase  the  loan  or  a  peutlclpatlon 
therein.  However,  there  would  be  no  loan 
or  extension  of  credit  by  the  member 
bai^  to  its  mortgage  banking  affiliate  if 
the  member  bank’s  commitment  to  pur¬ 
chase  the  loan,  or  a  participation 
therein,  is  obtained  by  the  affiliate 
within  the  context  of  a  proposed  trans¬ 
action,  or  series  of  pit^iosed  transac¬ 
tions,  in  antlcipatimi  of  the  affiliate’s 
ccHnmitment  to  make  such  loan(s) ,  and 
Is  based  upon  the  bank’s  Independent 
evaluation  of  the  credit  worthiness  of  the 
mortgagor(s) .  In  these  latter  circum¬ 
stances,  the  member  bank  would  be  tak¬ 
ing  advantage  of  an  Investment  oppor¬ 
tunity  rather  than  being  impelled  by  any 
Improper  incentive  to  alleviate  working 
capital  needs  of  the  affiliate  that  are  di¬ 
rectly  attributable  to  excessive  outstand¬ 
ing  commitments. 

(d)  The  Bo€ird  cautions,  however, 
that  it  would  regard  a  blanket  advance 
commitment  by  a  member  State  bank  to 
purchase  frmn  its  mortgage  banking 
affiliate  a  stipulated  amount  of  locms, 
or  an  amount  thereof  exceeding  defined 
credit  lines  of  the  affiliate,  that  bears  no 
reference  to  specific  proposed  transac¬ 
tions,  as  involving  an  unsound  banking 
practice,  unless  the  commitment  is  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  compliance  of  loans  made 
thereimder  with  the  requirements  of 
section  23A.  It  would  not  suffice  to  con¬ 
dition  such  a  commitment  upon  the 
bank’s  ultimate  approval  of  the  credit 


standing  of  the  various  mortgagors. 
That  blanket  commitment  would  have 
the  inherent  tendency,  in  the  context  of 
an  affiliate  relationship,  to  cause  the 
bank  to  relax  sound  credit  judgment 
concerning  the  individual  loans  involved 
when  the  affiliate  was  in  need  of  bank 
financing,  thereby  resulting  in  an  inap¬ 
propriate  risk  to  the  soimdness  of  the 
bank. 

(Interprets  and  applies  12  U.S.C.  371c) 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  (governors, 
August  2,  1974. 

[seal]  Chester  B.  Feldberg, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-18474  FUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  74-NE-25:  Arndt.  39-1921] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Sikorsky  S-61L  Helicopters 

Amendment  39-1899  (39  PR  25645)  , 
AD  74-15-01,  requires  Inspection  of  the 
pylon  hinge  fitting  assemblies  on  Sikor¬ 
sky  S-61L  helicopters  for  contact  between 
the  rear  fuselage  hinge  fitting  and  the 
hinge  alignment  pad.  Fittings  found  to  be 
in  contact  are  required  to  be  Inspected 
for  cracks  and  either  reworked  or  re¬ 
placed,  based  on  the  extent  and  loca¬ 
tion  of  cracks.  Reworked  fittings  are  re¬ 
quired  to  be  Inspected  periodically  for 
cracks  at  each  of  the  next  three  150 
hour  intervals  following  rework.  The  AD 
also  requires  replacement  of  the  pylon 
hinge  fitting  attachment  bolts. 

After  issuing  Amendment  39-1899, 
based  on  further  review  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  £q>plicable  service  bulletin,  the 
FAA  has  determined  that  the  initial  in¬ 
spection  must  also  include  inspection  for 
evidence  of  contact  between  the  fittings 
and  alignment  pads.  Since  the  occurrence 
of  contact  may  have  caused  cracks,  fit¬ 
tings  foimd  to  have  such  evidence  must 
be  Inspected  for  cracks.  Furthermore,  the 
FAA  has  determined  that  fittings  wiUi 
less  than  0.010  Inch  clearance  must  be 
reworked  to  increase  the  clearance  in 
order  to  prevent  contact.  In  addition, 
based  on  the  same  review,  the  FAA  has 
determined  that  replacement  fittings 
must  be  inspected  for  contact  and  clear¬ 
ance  before  being  used  in  service,  and 
reworked  as  necessary  to  provide  suffi¬ 
cient  clearance.  'The  FAA’s  review  of  the 
service  bulletin  has  also  indicated  that 
clarification  of  the  AD  is  needed  with 
regard  to  the  performance  of  required  re¬ 
work  and  the  reinspection  and  disposi¬ 
tion  of  reworked  parts,  and  that  an  in¬ 
correct  part  number  in  the  AD  must  be 
corrected.  Therefore,  the  AD  is  being 
superseded  by  a  new  AD  that  contains 
these  additional  requirements  and  the 
clarifications  and  correction  discussed 
herein. 

In  issuing  Amendment  39-1899,  the 
FAA  determined  that  a  situation  existed 
that  required  immediate  adoption  of  that 
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rule,  without  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure.  The  conditions  on  which  that 
determination  was  based  still  exist  and 
compliance  with  the  new  AD  is  therefore 
required  within  Uie  time  frame  estab¬ 
lished  for  Amendment  39-1899.  There¬ 
fore,  the  new  AD  requires  initial  com¬ 
pliance  before  the  acciunulation  of  25 
hours’  time  in  service  after  July  24, 1974, 
the  effective  date  of  Amendment  39- 
1899. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
Is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  thirty  days. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and 
of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

SiKORSKT  Aibcbaft. — Applies  to  Sikorsky 
Model  S-eiL  helicopters.  (Compliance  is 
required  as  indicated. 


Ing  in  the  lug,  before  further  flight,  replace 
the  affected  flttlng  with  a  serviceable  part  of 
the  same  part  number  and  comply  with  the 
applicable  requirements  of  this  AD. 

(f)  If,  during  an  Inspection  performed  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (d)  of  this  AD 
a  crack  is  found  on  only  the  flat  surface  of 
the  alignment  pad,  before  further  flight, 
either  replace  the  flttlng  with  a  serviceable 
part  of  the  same  part  nvunber  and  comply 
with  the  applicable  requirements  of  this  AD, 
or  oomi^y  with  the  following,  as  applicable : 

(1)  Remove  a  maximum  of  0.030  Inch  of 
material  from  the  face  of  the  alignment  pad 
by  using  a  flat  smooth  flle,  without  altering 
the  contour  of  the  alignment  pad. 

(2)  Finish  the  filed  surface  to  a  smooth¬ 
ness  of  not  less  than  100  micro  Inches  RMS, 
using  a  300-400  grit  aluminum  oxide  abra¬ 
sive  cloth.  Federal  SPEC  P-C-641,  Type  1, 
or  an  FAA  approved  equivalent. 

(3)  Flourescent  penetrant  inspect  the  fin¬ 
ished  surface  for  cracks  in  accordance  with 
SPEC  MIL-I-6868,  Type  I,  Method  B  or  C, 
or  an  FAA  approved  equivalent. 

(4)  If  a  crack  Is  found  during  an  Inspec¬ 
tion  required  by  paragraph  (f)  (3)  of  this  AD, 
before  further  flight,  replace  the  affected 
fitting  with  •  serviceable  part  of  the  same 
part  number  and  comply  with  the  applicable 
requirements  of  this  AD. 

(5)  If  no  crack  is  found  during  an  Inspec¬ 
tion  required  by  paragraph  (f)  (3)  of  this 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NE-32] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Revocation  of  Control  Zone 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  regulations  so  as  to  re¬ 
voke  the  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island, 
Control  Zone  (39  FR  419) . 

Due  to  the  decommissioning  of  the 
TACAN  and  other  navigational  aids  at 
the  Quonset  Point  Naval  Air  Station  and 
the  closure  of  the  Naval  Air  Facility  it¬ 
self,  Quonset  Point  does  not  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  necessary  to  support  a  <x>n- 
trol  zone.  Accordingly,  action  is  being 
taken  to  revoke  the  Quonset  Point, 
Rhode  IslancL  control  zope. 

Since  this  amendment  restores  air¬ 
space  to  the  public  use  and  relieves  a  re¬ 
striction,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  unnecessary  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  ef¬ 
fective  in  less  than  thirty  (30)  days  no¬ 
tice. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing.  Part  71  of  the 


AD,  before  fvirther  flight,  reflulsh  the  affecte<^  Federal  Aviation  regulations  is  amended 


To  preveat  possible  sepcuratlom  of  the  pylon 
due  to  cracks  In  the  pylon  hinge  fittings  and 
the  pylon  hinge  attachment  bolts,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following : 

(a)  Before  the  accumulation  of  2S  hours’ 
time  In  service  after  July  24,  1974,  Tinleas 
already  accomplished,  and  thereafter  before 
the  accumulation  of  any  time  In  service  on 
a  replacement  fitting.  Inspect  the  upper 
pylon  hinge  flttlng  assemblies,  P/NS6120- 
66117-0  and  -2,  and  the  lower  pylon  hinge 
fitting  assembUeB,  P/N  S6120-66120-0  and  -2, 
for  dearanoe,  using  a  feeler  gauge,  and  for 
evidence  of  contact,  between  the  lug  align¬ 
ment  pad  area  and  the  mating  surface  of  each 
of  the  rear  fuselage  pylon  hinge  fittings. 

(b)  If  tt  Is  found  during  cm  Inspection 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  that 
there  Is  contact  or  evidence  that  contact  has 
been  made  between  the  alignment  pad  cmd 
the  rear  fuselage  flttlng,  before  further  flight 
comply  with  paragraph  (d)  of  this  AD  and 
with  (he  applicable  provisions  of  paragraphs 
(e).  (f),and  (g)  of  this  AD. 

(c)  If  tt  Is  found  during  an  tni^>ectlan 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  that 
there  Is  no  oontcmt  or  evidence  of  contact 
between  the  alignment  pad  and  the  rear 
fuselage  fitting  and  the  dearanoe  Is  leas  than 
0.010  Inch,  before  further  filght  accomplish 
the  rework  specified  In  paragraphs  (f)(1), 

(2) .  and  (5)  of  this  AD. 

(d)  Oaln  access  to  the  pylon  hinge  fittings 
cmd  prepcue  the  fittings  for  Inspection  In 
accordance  with  Section  23.(1),  (2),  cmd 

(3)  ot  Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin  61B20-13, 
dated  June  13,  1974,  or  cm  FAA  approved 
equivalent.  Fluorescent  penetrant  Inspect 
the  effected  fittings  for  cracks  In  accordance 
SPEC  MIIi-I-6886,  Type  I.  Method  B  or  C. 
or  an  FAA  approved  eq\iivalent. 

Non:  The  numufacturer  recommends  that, 
during  the  Inspection,  particular  attention 
be  paid  to  the  alignment  pad  flat  surface 
area  cmd  the  area  around  the  edge  of  the 
bushings  In  the  lug. 

(e)  If.  during  an  Inspection  performed  in 
accordance  with  pcuagrai^  (d)  of  this  AD 
a  crack  Is  found  around  the  edge  at  the  bush¬ 


fitting  In  accordance  with  Section  2.C.(5)  of 
the  Sikorsky  Service  BtQletln  No.  61B20-13, 
dated  June  13,  1974,  or  an  FAA  approved 
equivalent. 

(6)  For  fittings  returned  to  service  cdter 
rework  in  cux:ordance  with  this  paragrajA 
because  of  contact  or  evidence  of  contcu:t, 
within  the  next  160  hours*  time  In  service 
after  rework  cmd  thereafter  at  Intervcds  not 
to  exceed  150  hours’  time  In  service  fr<»n  the 
last  Inspection,  unto  a  total  of  three  150- 
hour  Inspections  that  do  not  disclose  creusks 
Is  accomplished.  Inspect  In  cuxx>rdcm(»  with 
paragrcq>h  (d)  of  this  AD. 

(7)  If  a  crack  Is  found  during  an  Inspec¬ 
tion  required  by  paragraph  (f)  (6)  of  this  AD, 
before  further  flight,  replcMM  the  affected 
flttlng  with  a  serviceable  peut  of  the  same 
part  nximher  and  comply  with  the  explicable 
provisions  of  this  AD. 

(8)  If  no  crack  is  found  during  cm  incpec- 
tlon  required  by  paragraph  (f)  (6)  at  this 
AD,  before  further  flight,  conq>ly  with  para¬ 
graph  (f)  (6)  of  this  AD. 

(g)  If  no  crcu:k  is  found  during  cm  Inspec¬ 
tion  performed  in  accordance  with  paragrexb 
(d)  of  this  AD,  before  further  flight,  csomply 
with  paragraphs  (f)(1),  (2),  cmd  (6)  ot  this 
AD,  and  thereafter  c(nxq>)y  with  paragraphs 
(f )  (6) .  (7) .  and  (8)  of  this  AD. 

(h)  R^lcMje  the  four  pylon  attcushment 
bolts,  P/N  86126-65164-0,  with  four  new 
bolts,  P/N  86120-66164-4.  befc««  the  accumu¬ 
lation  of  28  hours*  time  in  service  ctfter 
July  24, 1974,  in  accordemoe  with  8wvice  Bul¬ 
letin  No.  61B20-14,  dated  June  IS.  1974,  or  cm 
FAA  approved  equivalent  or  later  revisions 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  cmd 
Memufeu^turing  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  New  Englcmd  Region. 


effective  oa  August  13,  1974  as  Ic^ows: 

1.  Amend  S  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  regulations  so  as  to  re¬ 
voke  the  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island 
control  zone. 

(8ec.  307(a),  Federctl  Aviation  Act  ot  1958 
(49  UB.C.  1348(a) ) ;  sec.  6(0) ,  Department  of 
Trcmsportatlon  Act  (49  UB.O.  1665  (o)) 

Issued  In  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  July  30. 1974. 

William  E.  Crosbt, 
Deputy  Director, 
New  England  Region. 
[FR  Doc.74-18423  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


This  supersedes  Amendment  30-1899 
(39  FR  25645) ,  AD  74-15-01. 

becomes  effective 


This  amendment 
August  22, 1974. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  August  2, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director.  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-18436  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  can] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-WE-161 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  June  25,  1974  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (39  FR  22966)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Avli^lon  Admlnlstratlcm  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Pari  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  that 
would  alter  the  description  of  the  Victor¬ 
ville,  California  ccmtrol  zone. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
In  which  to  submit  written  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections.  No  objections 
have  been  received  and  the  proposed 
amendment  is  hereby  adopted  without 
change. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  Gm.t.,  October  10, 1974. 

(eec.  307(a).  Federal  Avtatloai  Act  of  1968, 
as  amended  (49  1T.8.0.  1348(a));  sec.  6(o). 
Depeutment  of  Transportattoa  Act  (49  ITB.O. 
1666(c))) 

Issued  In  Los  Angeles,  California,  on 
August  2, 1974. 

Robert  O.  Blanchard, 
Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 
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In  i  71.171  (39  FR  354),  the  descrlp- 
tl<m  of  the  Victorville,  Calif,  control  zone 
as  amended  by  (39  FR  18424)  is  further 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

VlCTOBVIIXE,  Calu*. 

Within  a  6-mile  radius  of  George  AFB, 
Victorville,  Ciallf.  (latitude  34*36'45''  N., 
longitude  117*22'55"  W.) ,  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  006*  radial  of  the  Qe(»:ge 
TAOAN  (latitude  34*35'40"  N.,  longitude 
117*23'20"  W.)  extending  from  the  6-mlle 
radius  zone  to  9  miles  north  of  the  TACAN. 
This  control  zone  shall  be  effective  diurlng 
the  ^>eciflc  dates  and  times  established  in 
advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen.  The  effective 
date  and  time  wUl  thereafter  be  continuoiis- 
ly  published  in  the  Airman’s  Information 
Manual. 

[PR  Doc.74-18424  Piled  8-12-74:8.45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NW-131 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  June  3,  1974,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (NPRM)  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (39  FR  19504) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin* 
Istration  was  considering  an  amendment 
to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avlaticm  regu¬ 
lations  that  would  alter  the  description 
of  the  Moses  Lake,  Washington,  Transi¬ 
tion  Area. 

Interested  persons  were  given  thirty 
days  in  which  to  submit  written  data, 
views  or  arguments.  No  objections  have 
been  received,  and  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  is  hereby  adopted  subject  to  the 
following  chazige: 

Delete:  “•  •  •  1200  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face  bounded  on  the  north  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  LaUtude  47*45'00"  N,  Longi¬ 
tude  120*00'00"  N  *  •  •  **,  and  substitute 
therefor  “•  •  •  12Q0  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face  bounded  on  the  north  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Latitude  47*45'00"  N, 
Longitude  120*00'00"  w  •  •  ••* 

Since  this  change  is  editorial  in  nature 
and  Imposes  no  additional  bimien  on  any 
person,  notice  and  public  procedure  here¬ 
on  is  unnecessary. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  Qjn.t.,  October  10, 1974. 

(See.  807(a)  Federal  Avlatloii  Act  of  1968, 
as  ameiuled  (49  IJR.C.  1848(a));  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Tranq;><»tatlon  Act  (49  UA.C. 
1666(0) ) 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on  Au¬ 
gust  5, 1974. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 

In  i  71.181  (39  FR  440)  the  description 
of  the  Moses  Lake,  Washington,  tnmsi- 
tion  area  would  be  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

Moses  Lake,  WA 

niait  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  Grant  County  Airport  (Latitude  47*- 
ia'29"  N.,  Longitude  119*19'06"  W.).  within 
8.6  mllee  west  and  4  miles  east  of  the  Moses 
Lake  ILS  Localizer  south  coiurse  extMidlng 


frc»n  the  5-mlle  radius  area  to  9.6  miles 
south  of  the  Pelican  NDB,  within  7  miles 
southeast  and  10  miles  northwest  of  the 
Ephrata  VORTAC  043*  and  223*  radlals  ex¬ 
tending  from  8  miles  southwest  to  19  miles 
northeast:  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded 
on  the  north  by  a  line  beginning  at  Latitude 
47*46'00"  N.,  Longitude  120*00’00"  W.,  ex¬ 
tending  eastwardly  along  Latitude  47*45’00’' 

N.  to  Intersect  the  arc  of  the  52-mlle  radius 
circle  centered  on  FalrchUd  Air  Force  Base, 
Washington  (Latitude  47*38'  N.,  Longitude 
117*39’  W.) ,  on  the  east  by  the  52-mlle  radius 
circle,  on  the  southeast  by  the  northwest 
edge  of  V-112W.  on  the  south  by  V-298,  on 
the  west  by  Longitude  120*00'00"  to  point 
of  beginning:  that  airspace  southwest  of 
Moses  Lake  extending  upward  from  6,500  feet 
MSL  bounded  on  the  east  by  Longitude  120* 
OO'OO"  W.,  on  the  southeast  by  the  north¬ 
west  edge  of  V-448,  on  the  west  by  the  east 
edge  of  V-26,  and  on  the  north  by  Latitude 
47°00'00"  N. 

(FR  Doc.74-18422  FUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 

'  Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 
(FRL  248-4] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

In  connection  with  a  pending  petition 
for  tolerances  on  certain  varieties  of 
beans  and  peas,  a  question  has  arisen  as 
to  whether  pe^icide  residues  In  or  on 
dried  beans  are  covered  by  existing  toler¬ 
ances  on  the  commodity  group  *‘Seed  and 
pod  vegetables”  in  i  180.34(f) . 

Based  on  consideration  glv^  data 
available  in  our  files  and  other  relevant 
Information,  It  is  concluded  that: 

(1)  The  parenthetical  phrase  “except 
dried  beans  and  peas”  appearing  in  the 
commodity  list  opposite  “seed  and  pod 
vegetables”  should  be  deleted  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(a)  Certain  bean  and  peas  groups 
listed  earlier  in  that  commodity  list  (e.g. 
field  beans,  field  peas,  navy  beans)  are 
harvested  dry.  m  fact,  often  the  terms 
field  beans  and  dried  beans  are  used 
synonymously. 

(b)  AH  tolerances  already  established 
on  the  seed  and  pod  vegetable  commod¬ 
ity  group  are  supported  by  residue  data 
showing  that  the  tolerances  are  ade¬ 
quate  to  cover  dried  beans  and  peas  as 
well  as  succulent  beans  and  peas. 

(2)  To  further  eliminate  confusion 
regarding  the  crop  group  “Seed  and  pod 
vegetables”,  the  words  “dry  or  succulent” 
should  be  added  parenthetically  after 
the  present  title  for  that  group. 

(3)  Because  the  crop  group  "Stored 
commodities  other  than  fruits,  grain, 
and  vegetables”  has  never  been  used 
when  establishing  tolerances,  rather 
than  simply  deleting  dried  beans  and 
peas  frmn  that  group,  the  entire  group 
should  be  deleted. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 


Act  (sec.  701(a),  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.S.C. 
371(a) ) ,  the  authority  transferred  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (35  FR  15623),  and 
the  authority  delegated  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Pesticide  Programs  (39  FR 
18805),  j  180.34(f)  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  item  “Stored  commodities  other 
•  •  *”  from  the  list  of  items  in  the  table 
and  by  revising  the  item  “Seed  and  pod 
vegetables  •  •  •”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.34  Tests  on  the  amount  of  resitliio 
remaining. 

«  G  G  #  G 

(f)  *  *  * 

Group  Commodities  therein 

•  •  •  •  •  • 

Seed  and  pod  veg-  Black-eyed  peas,  oowpeas, 
etables  (dry  or  dill,  edible  soybeans, 
succulent).  field  beans,  field  peas, 

garden  peas,  green 
beans,  kidney  beans, 
lima  be€Uis,  navy  becms, 
okra,  peas,  pole  beans, 
snap  beuis,  string 
beans,  wax  beans,  other 
beans  and  peas. 

•  •  •  •  •  • 

Since  these  amendments  are  noncon- 
troversial  In  nature,  notice  and  public 
procedure  and  delayed  effective  date  are 
not  prerequisite  to  the  promulgation  of 
this  order. 

Dated:  August  6, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74r-18420  FUed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 


[FRL  249-2] 

PART  ISO— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

DDT 

In  coimection  with  Pesticide  Petititm 
No.  OE0894,  a  proposal  to  reduce  toler¬ 
ances  for  residues  of  the  insecticide  DDT 
in  or  on  certain  raw  agricultural  oom- 
mo^ties  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register -of  Dec^nber  5,  1970  (35  FR 
18531-18533).  Since  that  time,  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  has  can¬ 
celed  most  of  the  registrations  for  DDT 
under  the  Federal  insecticide.  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act.  The  cancellation 
actions  have  been  upheld  by  the  courts 
and  are  no  longer  under  judicial  review. 

'^ince  it  is  not  practical  to  enforce  regu¬ 
lations  establishing  zero  tolerances  for 
DDT  and  Its  degradation  products  in 
food,  further  reduction  in  tolerances  will 
be  carried  out  as  soon  as  feasible.  Con¬ 
sideration  has  beoi  given  to  previous 
proposals,  canceled  registrations,  and 
other  relevant  material. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  UB.C. 
346a(e)),  the  authority  transferred  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
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Protection  Agency  (35  FB  15623),  and 
the  authority  delegated  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator  tar  Pesticide  Programs  (39  FR 
18805) ,  Part  180  Is  amended: 

1.  By  revising  i  180.147  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  180.147  DDT;  tolerances  for  residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  residues 
in  or  on  raw  agricultural  commodities 
listed  below  for  each  or  any  comblnatton 
of  the  Insecticide  DDT  (a  mixture  of  1.1, 

1  -  trlchloro  -  2,2  -  bls(p  -  chlorophenyD 
ethane  and  l,l,l-trlcMoro-2-(o-chloro- 
phenyl) -2- (p-chlorophenyl)  ethane)  and 
its  degradation  products  TDE  [or  DDiy 
(1,1  -  dlchloro  -  2,2-bls(p-chlorc«)henyD 
ethane)  ]  and  DDE  (l,l-dlchloro-2,2-bls 
(p-chlor^henyl)  ethylene) ,  except  where 
a  higher  Uderance  Is  established  for  resi¬ 
dues  of  TDE  (DDD)  In  i  180.187  (stK^ 
higher  tolerance  shall  apply  to  the  TDE 
(DDD)  residue): 

50  parts  per  minion  in  or  on  pepper¬ 
mint  hay  and  spearmint  hay,  which  are 
not  to  be  used  for  feeding  livestock. 

20  parts  per  million  in  or  on  fresh  h<^. 
Any  byproducts  or  refuse  from  such  hops 
are  not  to  be  used  for  feeding  livestock. 

7  parts  per  million  in  or  on  beans  (ex¬ 
cept  dried  beans),  cranberries,  grapes, 
lettuce,  peppers,  pineapples,  and 
tomatoes. 

5  parts  per  million  in  fat  of  meat  from 
cattle,  goats,  hogs,  horses,  and  sheep. 

4  parts  per  million  In  on  cottonseed. 

3.5  parts  per  million  In  or  on  avocados, 
carrots,  citrus  fruits,  the  fresh  vegetable 
sweet  com  (determined  on  kernels  plus 
cob  after  removing  any  husk  present 
when  marketed) ,  and  papayas. 

3.5  parts  per  million  (XHnbined  residues 
of  EDT  and  toxaphene  In  or  on  soybeans 
(dry  form) ,  of  which  residues  DDT  shall 
not  exceed  1.5  parts  per  mlUlon  and  toxa¬ 
phene  Shan  not  exceed  2  parts  per 
milllcm. 

1.5  parts  per  million  in  or  on  soybeans 
(dry  form). 

1  part  per  minion  in  or  on  artichokes, 
asparagus,  beets  (roots  and  t<H)6) ,  broc¬ 
coli,  brussels  sprouts,  cabba^  cauU- 
flower,  celery,  coUards,  endive  (escarole) , 
kale,  kohlraM,  mushrooms,  mustso^l 
greens,  okra,  onions,  (^  bulbs  only), 
parsnips  (roots  and  tops) ,  potatoes  (de¬ 
termined  after  washing  off  any  soQ  pres¬ 
ent  when  marketed) ,  radishes  (roots  and 
tops) ,  rutabagas  (roots  and  tops) ,  spin¬ 
ach.  sweetpotatoes,  Swiss  chard,  and 
turnips  (roots  and  tops) . 

0.5  part  per  milllcm  in  or  on  apples, 
apricots,  beans  (dried),  blackbeiides, 
blueberries  (huckleberries) ,  boysenber- 
lies,  cherries,  cimumbers,  currants,  dew¬ 
berries,  eggplants,  gooseberries,  guavas, 
loganberries,  mangoes,  melons,  nectar¬ 
ines.  peaches,  peanuts,  pears,  peas, 
plums  (fresh  prunes) ,  pumpkins,  quinces, 
raspberries,  squash,  strawberries,  sum¬ 
mer  squash,  and  youngberrles. 

The  aforementioned  1  and  0.5  part  per 
million  tolerances  provide  prlmsully  for 
residues  of  DDT  and  Its  degradation 
products  resulting  from  their  presence  in 
the  son  or  the  atmosphere. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

S  180.147a  [Amended] 

2.  In  1  180.147a  DDT  residues  in  com 
forage,  com  fodder,  com  sUage,  com 
stover,  and  sweet  com  cannery  waste; 
statement  of  policy  and  tnterpretatkm, 
the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (b),  by 
changing  the  tolerance  "7  parts  per  mU- 
lion”  to  “5  parts  per  million. ** 

3.  By  revising  9  180.147b  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  180.147b  DDT  residues  in  apple 
pomace. 

(a)  Investigations  by  the  Food  and 
Drug  Admlnlstraticm  show  that  apple 
pcHnace  containing  substantial  amounts 
cff  DDT  has  been  used  as  feed  for  dairy 
and  meat  animals.  Section  409  of  the  act 
would  render  Illegal  any  iq>ple  pomace 
for  animal  feeding  that  contains  DDT  In 
excess  of  the  0.5  part  per  million  fixed  <»i 
apples  by  9  180.147.  It  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  that  the  feeding  of  apple  pomace 
containing  DDT  win  contribute  residues 
of  DDT  to  the  fat  of  meat  anlmaLs  and’ 
to  milk  of  dairy  animals. 

(b)  There  Is  no  tolerance  for  DDT  in 
milk  to  provide  for  residues  that  may 
occur  from  feeding  a];H;>le  pomace  which 
contains  DDT  to  dairy  animal.s.  Apple 
pomace  containing  TXyr  should  not  be 
fed  to  dairy  animals,  since  It  has  been 
established  that  the  ingestion  by  them 
even  smaU  amounts  of  DCfT  results  In 
contamination  of  the  milk  with  this  pes¬ 
ticide.  Apple  pomace  containing  any 
amount  of  DDT  is  unsuitable  as  a  feed 
or  an  Ineredient  of  mixed  feeds  for  dairy 
animals  and  should  not  be  represented, 
s(^  or  used  for  that  purpose. 

(c)  There  Is  an  established  legal  tol¬ 
erance  of  5  parts  p^  million  for  residues 
of  DDT  in  or  on  the  fat  of  meat  fnxn 
cattle,  goats,  sheep,  horses,  and  hogs 
(9  180.147).  Animals  that  consume  DDT 
in  feed  may  accumulate  considerably 
more  of  the  chemical  in  their  fat  than  is 
present  in  the  feed  Itself,  and  a  long  time 
may  be  required  on  a  diet  free  of  DDT 
to  reduce  excessive  residues  to  the  toler¬ 
ance  level.  It  has  not  been  established 
imder  what  conditions  of  feeding,  if  any. 
ample  pomace  containing  less  than  0.5 
p^  per  mlUlon  of  DDT  can  be  fed  to 
animals  without  causing  the  meat  from 
such  animals  to  contain  residues  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  tolerance.  Therefore,  unless  a 
grower  of  meat  animals  is  in  a  posiUmi 
to  establish  that  the  DDT  residue  in  the 
apple  pomace  and  the  conditions  of  feed¬ 
ing  are  such  that  the  meat  fronf  such 
animals  will  be  within  the  established 
tolerance,  apple  pomace  should  not  be 
used  in  the  feeding  of  meat  animals. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  on  or  before  September  12,  1974  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk.  Environmental 
Protectlcm  Agency,  Room  1019E,  4th  It 
M  Streets,  S.W.,  Waterside  MaQ.  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460,  written  objections 
thereto  In  qulntupUcate.  Objections  shall 
show  wher^  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  at  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 


Is  requested,  the  objectlmis  must  state 
the  Issiies  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objecttons  are  supported 
by  groimds  legally  sufficient  to  Justify 
the  relief  sought.  Objectimis  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof. 

Elective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  August  13,  1974. 

(Sec.  408(e) ,  68  Stat.  514  (21  UJS.C.  S46a(e) ) ) 
Dated:  August  6, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Kobp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FB  Doc.74-18419  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  ftm] 

Title  1&— Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  1— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 
[Docket  No.  8936] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Robertson  Investment  Co.  and  Beltway 
Apartments  Warehouse 

Subpart — ^Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  9  13.15  Business  status,  ad¬ 
vantages,  or  connecUons;  13.15-195 
Nature;  13.15-270  Size  and  extent; 

9  13.135  Nature  of  product  or  service; 

9 13.155  Prices;  13.155-35  Discount 
savings;  9  13.155-100  Usual  as  reduced, 
special,  etc.;  9  13.175  Quality  of  product 
or  service;  9 13.180  Quantity;  13.180- 
30  In  stock.  Subpart — ^Falling  to  main¬ 
tain  records:  9  13.1051  Falling  to  main¬ 
tain  records;  13.1051-20  Adequate. 
Subpart — ^Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods — ^Business  status,  advantages  or 
connections:  9  13.1490  Nature;  9 13.- 
1555  Size,  extent,  or  equipment;  9  13.- 
1560  Stock,  product  or  sendee. 
—Goods:  9  13.1685  Nature;  9 13.1690 
Non-standard  character;  9 13.1715 
Quall^;  9  13.1720  Quantity.  — ^Prices: 
9  13.1825  Usual  as  reduced  (»*  to  be  in¬ 
creased.  Subpart — ^Uslng  misleading 
name  — ^Vendor:  9  13.2425  Nature,  in 
general. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stot.  721;  16  DPS.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  see.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended: 
16  US.C.  46)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  David 
M.  Bobertsem  t/a  Boberteon  Investment  Com¬ 
pany,  etc.,  Springfield,  Va.,  Docket  8936,  May 
14. 1974] 

In  the  Matter  of  David  M.  Robertson,  an 
Individual,  Trading  and  Doing  Busi¬ 
ness  as  Robertson  Investment  Com¬ 
pany,  and  Beltway  Park  Apartments 
Warehouse 

Order  requiring  a  Springfield,  Va., 
seller,  distributor  and  Installer  of  car¬ 
peting  and  fioor  coverings,  among  other 
things  to  cease  misrepresenting  the  na¬ 
ture  or  status  of  his  business  or  the  size 
of  his  facilities;  misrepresenting  the  na¬ 
ture  or  character  of  merchandise  offered 
fmr  sale;  mlsrepres^ting  “sale'*  prices; 
misrepresenting  Uie  amount  of  savlnga 
accorded  customers,  falling  to  maintain 
records  to  substantiate  savings  claims; 
and  misrepresenting  qiiantlty  at  mer¬ 
chandise  In  stock. 
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Tlie  Final  Order,  including  further 
order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith  Is  as  follows:  *■ 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  filed 
his  Initial  Decision  in  this  matter  on 
January  7.  1974,  finding  respondent  to 
have  engaged  in  the  acts  and  practices  as 
alleged  in  the  complaint  and  entering  a 
Cease-and-Deslst  Order  against  re¬ 
spondent.  A  copy  of  the  Initial  Decision 
and  Order  was  served  on  the  respondent 
on  February  7,  1974.  No  appeal  was 
taken  from  the  Initial  Declslcm:  and  on 
March  8,  1974,  the  Commission  entered 
an  order  staying  the  effective  date 
theroef  imtll  further  order  of  the 
Commission. 

The  Commission  having  now  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  matter  should  not  be 
placed  m  Its  own  docket  for  review,  and 
that  the  initial  Decision  should  become 
effective. 

It  it  ordered,  Tliat  the  Initial  Decision 
and  Order  contained  therein  shall  be- 
cmne  effective  as  of  the  date  of  service 
of  this  Order. 

It  it  further  ordered.  That  respondent 
Shan,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission  a 
report  in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  manner  and  form  In  which  he  has 
complied  with  the  Order  contained  In  the 
initial  Decision. 

Hie  order  to  cease  and  desist  contained 
In  the  Initial  decision  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent 
David  M.  Robertson,  an  Individual,  trad¬ 
ing  and  d<rfng  business  as  Robertson  m- 
vestxnent  Company  and  Beltway  Parte 
Apartments  Warehouse,  or  under  any 
other  name  or  names,  and  remondent’s 
agents,  representatives,  and  employees, 
successors  and  asslgios,  directly  or 
through  any  corporation,  subsidiary, 
division,  or  other  device.  In  connectimi 
with  the  advertising,  offering  for  sale, 
sale  ox  distribution  of  carpeting  and 
fioor  coverings,  or  any  other  article  of 
merchandise,  in  e<Hnmerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  Is  defined  In  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Using  the  words  “Apartment.” 
“Warrtiouse”  or  any  other  word  or  words 
of  similar  Import  or  meaning  in  or  as 
part  of  respondent’s  retail  merchandise 
business'  or  trade  name  or  names;  or 
mlsrmresentlng,  orally  or  In  writing,  di¬ 
rectly  or  by  implication,  the  nature  or 
status  of  respondent’s  business  or  the 
size,  description  or  classification  of  any 
of  respondent’s  physical  facilities. 

2.  Repi'esentlng,  directly  or  Indirectly, 
orally  or  In  writing,  that  any  merchan¬ 
dise  offered  for  sale  Is  buikrupt,  salvage, 
distrained,  distress  or  transportation 
company  surplus  merchandise;  or  mis¬ 
representing,  In  any  manner,  the  source, 
character  or  nature  of  the  merchandise 
being  offered  for  sale. 

3.  Using  the  word  “Sale”,  or  any  other 
word  or  words  of  similar  Import  or  mean¬ 
ing  not  set  forth  specifically  herein  un- 


^0(H>les  of  the  c<»nplalnt.  Initial  decision, 
and  final  order  filed  with  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 


less  the  price  of  such  merchandise  being 
offered  for  sale  constitutes  a  reduction, 
in  an  amount  not  so  Insignificant  as  to 
be  meaningless,  frexn  the  actual  bona  fide 
price  at  which  such  merchandise  was 
sold  or  offered  for  sale  to  the  public  on 
a  regular  basis  by  respondent  for  a  rea- 
sfmably  substantial  period  of  time  In  the 
recent,  regular  course  of  his  business. 

4.  (a)  Representing,  orally  ox  In  writ¬ 
ing,  directly  or  by  Implication,  that  by 
purchasing  any  of  said  merchandise, 
customers  are  afforded  savings  amount¬ 
ing  to  the  difference  between  respond¬ 
ent’s  stated  price  and  respondent’s  for¬ 
mer  price  unless  such  merchandise  has 
been  sold  or  offered  for  sale  in  good  faith 
at  the  former  price  by  respondent  for  a 
reasonably  substantial  period  of  time  In 
the  recent,  regular  course  of  his  business. 

(b)  R^resentlng,  orally  or  In  writing, 
directiy  ox  by  Implication,  that  by  pur¬ 
chasing  any  of  said  merchandise,  cus¬ 
tomers  are  afforded  savings  amounting 
to  the  difference  between  respondent’s 
stated  price  and  a  cfMnpared  price  for 
said  merchandise  In  respondent’s  trade 
area  unless  a  substantial  number  of  the 
principal  retail  outlets  in  the  trade  area 
regularly  sell  said  merchandise  at  the 
c<mipar^  price  or  smne  higher  price. 

<c)  Representing,  orally  or  In  writ¬ 
ing,  directiy  or  by  tnu>llcati<m,  that  by 
purchasing  any  of  said  merchandise, 
cusUxners  are  afforded  savings  amount¬ 
ing  to  the  difference  between  respond¬ 
ent’s  stated  price  and  a  compared  value 
price  for  comparable  merchandise,  un¬ 
less  substantial  sales  of  merchandise  of 
like  grade  and  quality  are  being  made 
In  the  trade  area  at  the  c<xnpared  price 
or  a  higher  price  and  unless  respondent 
has  In  good  faith  conducted  a  market 
survey  or  obtained  a  similar  representa¬ 
tive  sample  of  prices  In  his  trade  area 
which  establishes  the  validity  of  said 
compared  price  and  It  Is  clearly  and  con¬ 
spicuously  disclosed  that  the  comparison 
Is  with  merchandise  of  like  grade  and 
quality. 

5.  Falling  to  maintain  and  produce  for 
Inspection  or  copying  for  a  p^od  of 
three  (3)  years,  adequate  records  (a) 
which  disclose  the  facts  upon  which  any 
savings  claims,  sale  claims  and  other 
similar  representations  as  set  forth  in 
Paragraphs  Three  and  Four  of  this  order 
are  based,  and  (b)  from  which  the  valid¬ 
ity  of  any  savings  claims,  sale  claims  and 
similar  representations  can  be  deter¬ 
mined. 

6.  Representing,  directly  or  indirectly, 
orally  or  in  writing,  that  re^x>ndent  has 
all  sizes  and  colors  of  riigs  In  stock;  or 
misrepresenting.  In  any  manner,  the 
colors,  patterns,  size,  kind  or  quantity  of 
carpeting  or  other  merchandise  In  stock 
and  available  for  sale,  delivery  or  instal¬ 
lation. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent 
shall  maintain  for  at  least  a  one  (1)  year 
period,  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  order,  cc^ies  of  all  advertisements. 
Including  newspaper,  radio  and  televi¬ 
sion  advertisements,  direct  mall  and  In¬ 
store  solicitation  literature,  and  any 


other  such  promoUonsJ  material  utilized 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  leads  for 
the  sale  of  carpeting  or  fioor  coverings, 
or  utilized  In  the  advertising,  promotion 
or  sale  of  carpeting  or  fioor  coverings 
aiMl  other  merchandise. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent, 
for  a  period  of  one  (1)  year  from  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  order,  shall  provide 
each  advertising  agency  utilized  by  re¬ 
spondent  and  each  newspaper  publlsh- 
1^  company,  television  or  radio  station 
or  other  advertising  media  utilized  by 
respondent  to  obtain  leads  for  the  sale  of 
carpeting,  fioor  coverings  and  other 
meit^ndlse,  with  a  oaoy  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  News  Release  setting  forth  the 
terms  (ff  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent 
shall  forthwith  distribute  a  copy  of  this 
order  to  each  of  his  operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  re6p<mdent 
deliver  a  copy  of  this  order  to  cease  and 
desist  to  all  present  and  future  personnel 
of  respondent  engaged  In  the  offering  for 
sale,  sale  of  any  product,  or  In  any  aspect 
of  preparation,  creation,  or  placing  of 
advertising,  and  that  respemdent  secure 
a  signed  statemoit  acknowledging  re¬ 
ceipt  of  said  order  from  each  such  per¬ 
son. 

It  is  further  ordered,  Hiat  respondent 
prompt  notify  the  Commission  of  the 
discontinuance  of  his  present  business  or 
employment  and  of  his  afflllatlon  with  a 
new  business  or  employment.  Such  notice 
Shan  Include  respondent’s  current  busi¬ 
ness  address  and  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  (ff  the  business  or  employment  in 
which  he  is  engaged  as  wdl  as  a  de¬ 
scription  of  his  duties  and  respmisiblll- 
tles. 

Final  Order  of  the  Commission  Issued 
on  May  20, 1974. 

Charles  A.  Tobik, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18480  Filed  8-13-74:8:46  sm] 
(Docket  No.  8926] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Avalon  Industries,  Inc.,  and 
Morton  Berman 

Subpart — ^Furnishing  means  and  In¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  §  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  Instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deceptitm;  i  13.1057  Packaging 
deceptively;  13.1057-40  Oversized  con¬ 
tainers.  Subpart — ^Idlsrepresentlng  one¬ 
self  and  goods — Goods:  f  13.1720  Quan¬ 
tity;  1  13.1743  Size  or  weight.  Subpart — 
Packaging  or  labeling  of  consumer  com¬ 
modities  unfairly  and/or  deceptively: 
i  13.2100  Packaging  ox  labeling  of  con¬ 
sumer  commodities  unfairly  and/or  de¬ 
ceptively;  13.2100-10  Packaging. 

(See.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  16  UJ3.0.  46.  Interprets 
M  applies  sec.  6,  88  Stat.  710,  ss  emended;  16 
D.8.C.  46)  [Oease  and  desist  order,  Avalon 
Industries  Ino.,  et  al.,  Brooklyn,  N.T.,  Docket 
8026,  May  30, 1874] 
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In  the  Matter  of  Avalon  Industries,  Inc., 
a  Corporation,  and  Morton  Berman, 
IndividuAUy  and  as  an  Officer  of 
Said  Corporation 

Order  requiring  a  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  sel¬ 
ler  and  distributor  of  toy,  gift,  and  hobby 
products  to  jobbers  and  retailers,  among 
other  things  to  cease  deceptively  packag¬ 
ing  its  products  In  oversized  containers 
or  otherwise  misrepresenting  their  di¬ 
mensions  or  quantities. 

The  Final  Order,  Including  further 
order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith  Is  as  follows:  ^ 

The  A<taiinlstrative  Law  Judge  filed 
his  Initial  Decision  in  this  matter  on 
April  3,  1974,  finding  respondents  to 
have  engaged  In  the  acts  and  practices 
as  alleged  In  the  complaint  and  enter¬ 
ing  a  Oease-and-Deslst  Order  against 
respondents.  A  copy  <rf  the  Initial  Deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  was  served  on  the  re¬ 
spondents  on  April  18,  1974.  No  appeal 
was  taken  from  the  Initial  Decision. 

The  Commission  having  now  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  matter  should  not  be 
placed  Ml  its  own  docket  fw  review,  and 
that  the  Initial  Decision  should  become 
effective  as  provided  In  §  3.51(a)  oi  the 
Commlsslcm’s  Riiles  of  Practice, 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  Initial  Deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  contained  therein  shall 
become  effective  on  May  20, 1974. 

Ihe  order  to  cease  and  desist  c<m- 
talned  In  the  Initial  decision  Is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Aval<m 
Industries,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  Its 
officers,  and  Morton  R.  Berman,  Individu- 
ally  and  as  an  officer  of  such  corporation, 
and  respondents’  agents,  representatives, 
employees,  successors,  and  assigns,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporation,  sub¬ 
sidiary,  division,  or  other  device.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale, 
or  distribution  of  toy,  gift,  and  hobby 
merchandise  or  any  other  products.  In 
commerce,  as  ‘^commerce”  Is  defined  In 
the  Federal  Trade  Cmnmlsslon  Act,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  frmn: 

1.  Packaging  such  products  in  over¬ 
sized  bocEes  or  other  containers  so  as  to 
create  the  appearance  or  impression  that 
the  length,  )i^dth,  or  thickness  or  other 
dimensions  or  quantity  products  con¬ 
tained  L:  such  boxes  or  containers  are 
appreciably  greater  Uian  Is  the  fact;  or 
otherwise  misrepresenting  the  dimensions 
or  quantities  of  such  products;  Provided, 
however.  That  nothing  In  this  order  shall 
be  construed  as  forbidding  respondents 
to  use  oversized  (xmtalners  If  respcmd- 
ents  justify. the  use  of  such  containers 
as  necessary  for  the  efficient  packaging 
cff  the  products  contained  therein  and 
establish  that  respondents  have  made 
all  reasonable  efforts  to  prevent  any  mis¬ 
leading  appearance  or  Impression  from 
being  created  by  such  containers; 

2.  Providing  wholesalers,  retailers,  or 
other  distributors  of  sxich  products  with 
any  means  or  instrumentality  with  which 
to  deceive  the  purchasing  public  In  the 
manner  described  In  Paragraph  1,  above. 


>  Copies  o(  the  oomplstnt.  Initial  decision, 
and  final  order  filed  with  the  original  doeo- 
ment. 


It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondents 
or  their  successors  or  assigns  notify  the 
Commission  at  least  thirty  (30)  days 
prior  to  any  proposed  change  In  the  cor¬ 
porate  respondent  such  as  dissolution, 
assignment,  or  sale  resulting  In  the 
emerg:ence  of  a  successor  corporation, 
the  creation  or  disscdutlon  of  subsid¬ 
iaries,  or  any  otho:  change  In  the  cor¬ 
porate  respondent  which  may  affect 
compliance  obligations  arising  out  of 
this  Order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Individ¬ 
ual  respondent  named  herein  promptly 
notify  the  Commission  of  the  discontin¬ 
uance  of  his  present  business  or  em- 
plo3nnent  and  of  his  affiliation  with  a 
new  business  or  employment  Such  no¬ 
tice  shaU  include  such  respondent’s  cur¬ 
rent  business  address  and  a  statement 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  business  or  on- 
plo3nnent  In  which  he  Is  engaged,  as  wen 
as  a  description  of  his  duties  and  re¬ 
sponsibilities. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  distribute  a  copy  of  this  Order 
to  all  operating  divisions  and  subsidiaries 
of  corporate  respondent  and  to  aU 
managerial  and  stq)avlsory  personnel 
concerned  with  package  design. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  da3m 
after  service  upon  them  ot  the  Final 
Order  herein,  file  with  the  Commission  a 
repcnrt.  In  writing,  setting  forth  In  detail 
tte  manner  and  f  onn  In  which  they  have 
complied  with  such  Order. 

Rnal  Order  of  the  Commission  Issued 
cm  May  20, 1974. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[7B  Doc.74-18488  FUed  6-12-74:8:48  am] 

Titie  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF¬ 
FIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  78-0;  Notice  8] 

PART  570— VEHICLE  IN  USE  INSPECTION 
STANDARDS 

Subpart  B— Motor  Vehicles  With  a  GVWR 
of  More  Than  10,000  PourKis 

Nonapplicabzlitt  to  Mobile  Structure 
Trailers 

This  notice  amends  Part  570,  Subpart 
B,  Vehicle  in  Use  Inspectlmi  Standards, 
Motor  Vehicles  with  a  GVWR  of  More 
Than  10,000  Pounds,  In  ’Title  49,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  by  making  clear 
that  the  standard  does  not  s^iply  to 
mobile  structure  trailers. 

On  Jtily  16, 1974,  NHTSA  promulgated 
Subpart  B  to  Part  570  which  consisted 
of  vehicle  in  use  standards  for  motor  ve¬ 
hicles  with  a  GVWR  of  more  than  10,000 
pounds  (39  FR  26026) .  In  response  to  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  which 
preceded  it  (38  FR  28077).  the  Mo¬ 
bile  Homes  Manufacturers  Association 
(MHMA)  commented  that  their  data  In¬ 
dicated  that  the  average  mobile  home  is 
moved  once  every  40  months  or  about  2.3 
times  during  its  life,  that  It  spends  less 


than  12  hoiurs  on  the  public  roads  during 
Its  18  to  20  year  life  span,  and  that  it 
spends  0.055%  of  Its  uWful  life  on  the 
highway.  NHTSA  cmicluded,  therefore, 
that  mol^e  structure  trailers  should  not 
fall  within  the  ambit  of  the  standard  at 
this  time. 

By  letter  of  July  19,  1974,  the  Mo¬ 
bile  Homes  Manufacturers  Association 
(MHMA)  p<^ted  out  that  while  motor 
homes  and  recreational  vehicles  were 
specifically  made  subject  to  the  stand¬ 
s'  no  reference  was  made  to  mobile 
structure  trailers  except  to  reiterate 
MHMA’s  comments  to  the  proposed 
rule.  To  clarify  this  ambiguity  and  the 
agency’s  Intent,  S  510.53  Is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  570.53  Applicability. 

This  part  does  not  in  itself  Impose  re¬ 
quirements  on  any  person.  It  Is  Intended 
to  be  Implanented  by  States  through  the 
highway  safety  program  standards  Is¬ 
sued  under  the  ^hway  Safety  Act  (23 
UJS.C.  402)  with  respect  to  Inumectlon  of 
motor  vehicles  with  gross  v^ele  weight 
rating  greater  than  10,000  pounds,  except 
mobile  structure  trailers. 

Effective  date:  August  13,  1974.  Since 
this  amendment  does  not  impose  require¬ 
ments  on  any  person  and  Is  meant  to  clar¬ 
ify  a  preceding  rule.  It  Is  found  for  good 
cause  shown  that  an  immediate  effective 
date  Is  in  the  piibUc  Interest. 

(Secs.  108,  loe.  119,  PoMte  Law  80-668,  80 
Stat.  718  (16  DB.C.  1892,  1397,  1407);  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  at  49  CFB  Ifil.) 

Issued  on  August  7, 1974. 

Jakes  B.  Gregory, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-18527  FUed  &-12-74;8:46  am] 


lOodket  No.  T4-28;  Notlos  1] 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

New  Pneumatic  Tires  for  Passenger  Cars; 

Procedures  for  Adding  New  Tire  Size 

Designations 

This  notice  amends  the  guidelines 
published  May  4,  1971  (36  FR  8298). 
fm:  the  addition  of  new  tire  sizes  to  the 
Appendix  (A)  ot  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  Na  109  (49  CFR  571.109; 
571.109a). 

Under  these  guidelines,  persons  re¬ 
questing  to  add  new  time  size  designa¬ 
tions  to  Appendix  A  of  Standard  No.  109 
must  include  the  following: 

(4)  A  statement  that  the  tire  size  designa¬ 
tion  the  European  Tyre  and  Rim  Technical 
coordinated  with  the  Tire  and  Rim  Assocla- 
tlMi,  the  European  Tyre  and  Rim  Technical 
Organisation,  the  Society  ot  Manufacturers 
and  Traders  Limited,  the  Japan  Automobile 
Manufacturers  Association,  the  Deutcbe  In¬ 
dustrie  Norm,  and  the  Scandinavian  Tire 
and  Rim  Organization. 

The  bDchelln  Tire  Corporation  has 
noted  In  correspondence  with  the  agency 
that  a  literal  reading  of  this  provision 
leaves  the  approval  of  new  tire  size  des¬ 
ignations  in  the  hands  of  the  private 
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organizations  listed.  The  NHTSA  be¬ 
lieves  such  a  procedure  to  be  Inconsist¬ 
ent  with  sound  public  policy.  While  ac¬ 
cording  to  Its  records  the  agency  has  not 
denied  approval  for  any  requested  new 
tire  size  designation  on  the  basis  of  a 
failure  to  obtain  coordination  with  a 
listed  tire  and  rim  association.  It  believes 
the  gtildellnes  should  be  amended  to 
eliminate  the  deficiencies  In  the  existing 
language.  Accordingly,  paragraph  4  of 
the  guidelines  is  amended  by  this  notice 
to  require  that  the  request  for  additional 
tire  size  designations  Indicate  whether  a 
new  size  has  been  coordinated  with  any 
of  the  associations.  The  amended  lan¬ 
guage  reflects  a  longstanding  agency 
policy  of  cooperation  with  the  various 
associations  but  clarlflee  the  agency 
position  that  prior  coordination  wlUi 
them  Is  not  considered  a  prerequisite  for 
Inclusion  of  a  new  tire  size  designation 
In  the  Appendix. 

In  light  of  the  above.  Appendix  A  of 
Section  571.109  (S71.109a>,  Title  49, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended 
to  read: 

Afpekdix 

•  •  •  •  • 

(4)  A  statement  as  to  whether  the  tire 
size  designation  and  load  Inflation  schedule 
has  been  oocHfllnated  with  the  Tire  and  Rim 
Association,  the  European  Tjre  and  Blm 
Technical  Organization,  the  Society  at  Man- 
ufactiuers  and  Traders  T limited,  the  Japan 
Automobile  Manufacturen  AssoclatUm,  the 
Deutohe  Industrie  Norm,  and  the  Scandi¬ 
navian  Tire  and  Rim  Organization. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Effective  date:  August  13,  1974. 

This  amendment  relates  to  matters  of 
agency  procedure  and  clarifies  what 
mli^t  otherwise  be  an  improper  delega¬ 
tion  of  agency  authority.  Accordingly, 
notice  and  public  procedure  theretm  are 
unnecessary  and  good  cause  Is  found  for 
an  effective  date  less  than  30  days  from 
publloatlon. 

(Secs.  103,  119.  201,  202;  P(fl3.  X..  89-668.  88 
Stat.  718  (16  UB-a  1392,  1407,  1421,  1422); 
delegation  at  authority  at  49  OFR  lAl) 

Issued  on  August  7, 1974. 

James  B.  Gbxgort, 
Administrator, 

(FR  Doe.74-18626  FUed  8-13-74;8:46  am] 


TRIe  50— Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 
WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 
National  Wildiife  Refuges  in  Certain  States 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
Issued  and  are  effective  on  August  13, 
1974. 

S  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Arizona  and  California 

HAVASU  NATIONAL  WILDLIFK  RXFUGK 

Public  hunting  of  doves  on  the  Havasu 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Arizona  and 
California,  Is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 


Tills  («)en  area,  comprising  24,200  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters.  Needles,  California,  and 
from  the  R^onal  Director,  U.S.  Pish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306, 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
seasons  are  as  follows:  Arizona — whlte- 
wlnged  doves,  from  September  1  through 
September  22.  1974,  inclusive;  mourning 
doves,  from  September  1  through  Sep- 
September  22,  1974,  inclusive,  and  from 
November  30  through  December  27,  1974, 
Inclusive.  California — ^mourning  and 
white-winged  doves,  from  September  1 
through  September  30,  1974,  inclusive; 
and  from  November  23  through  Decem¬ 
ber  8, 1974,  Inclusive.  Hunting  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State  and 
Federal  regulations  covering  the  hvmt- 
Ing  of  doves  subject  to  the  following  spe¬ 
cial  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  Is  prohibited  within  one- 
fourth  mile  of  any  occupied  dwelling  or 
concession  operation. 

(2)  The  use  of  dogs  Is  allowed  for  the 
piirpose  of  spotting,  flushing,  or  retriev¬ 
ing  of  downed  birds  only. 

(3)  Hunters  must  enter  the  Topock 
Marsh  and  Pintail  Slough  hunt  areas  by 
way  of  the  parking  lot  only. 

(4)  Shooting  hours  are  from  one-half 
hour  before  sunrise  to  sunset. 

The  provisions  this  special  regula- 
tlcxi  sui^lement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32.  and 
are  effective  through  December  27,  1974. 

IMPERIAL  NATIONAL  WILDLIFl  REFUGE 

Public  himting  of  doves  on  the  Imperial 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Arizona  and 
California,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  10,500  acres. 
Is  delineated  cm  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Martinez  Lake.  Arizona, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  n.S.  Fish 
end  Wildlife  Sorlce,  P.O.  Box  1306, 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
seasons  are  as  follows:  Arizona — mourn¬ 
ing  doves  only,  from  November  30 
through  December  27.  1974.  Inclusive. 
Callfomta — mourning  and  whlta-wlnged 
doves,  from  November  23  through  Dec«n- 
ber  8.  1974,  inclusive.  Hunting  shall  be 
tn  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
and  Federal  regulations  covering  the 
hunting  of  doves. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govmi  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  December  27,  1974. 

Nxw  Mexico 

BITTER  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  mourning  and  whlte- 
wlnged  doves  on  the  Bitter  Lake  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  New  Mexico,  Is  per¬ 
mitted  from  September  1  through  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  197^  Inclusive,  but  only  on 
the  area  designated  by  signs  as  op^  to 
hunting.  This  open  area,  comprising 
3,220  acres  more  or  less.  Is  delineated  on 
maps  available  at  refine  headquarters, 
Rosw^,  New  Mexico,  and  from  the  Re¬ 


gional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico  87103.  Hunting  shall  be  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  and 
Federal  regulations  governing  the  hunt¬ 
ing  of  doves. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  September  30, 1974. 

BITTER  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  himtlng  of  teal  ducks  on  the 
Bitter  Lake  National  WUdllfe  Refuge, 
New  Mexico,  Is  permitted  from  Septem¬ 
ber  21  through  September  29,  1974,  In¬ 
clusive.  but  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  himtlng.  This  open 
area,  comprising  3,220  acres  more  or  less. 

Is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Roswell,  New  Mexico,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Himtlng 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
the  hunting  at  teal  ducks. 

The  provisions  (ff  this  special  regula- 
tl(m  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulatlcma.  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  29, 
1974. 

BOSQUE  DEL  APACHE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  mourning  and  white¬ 
winged  doves  on  the  Bosqi^  del  Apache 
Natlcmal  Wildlife  Refuge,  New  Mexico, 
Is  permitted  from  September  1  through 
Sept^ber  30.  1974,  Inclusive,  and  from 
Novenriier  23  through  December  22, 1974, 
Inclusive,  but  <mly  on  the  area  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This 
(H>en  area,  ccunprlslng  19,020  acres.  Is 
delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  7  miles  south  of  San  An¬ 
tonio.  New  Mexico,  and  frmn  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  UB.  Elsh  and  WUdllfe 
Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico  87103.  HuntW  shall  be  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  and 
Federal  regulations  covering  the  hunting 
of  doves  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions: 

(1)  Vehicles  are  permitted  only  on  es¬ 
tablished  roads. 

(2)  Hunters  shall  leave  the  refuge  by 
one-half  hour  after  sunset. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  December  22,  1974. 

Oklahoma 

SEQUOYAH  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  doves  and  teal  on 
the  Sequoyah  National  Wildlife  R^uge, 
Oklahoma,  Is  permitted  on  three  areas 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
These  open  areas,  comprising  10,500 
acres,  are  delineated  on  maps  available 
at  refuge  headquarters,  Salllsaw,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  from  the  Regional  Director, 
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U  S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box 
1306,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103. 
Hunting  seasons  are  as  follows:  doves, 
from  September  1  through  October  30, 
1974,  Inclusive;  teal,  from  September  14 
through  September  22,  1974,  Inclusive. 
Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  and  Federal  regulations 
covering  the  hunting  of  doves  and  teal. 

(1)  Hunting  weiq>ons  of  any  kind  are 
prohibited  In  areas  not  posted  as  open 
to  public  hunting,  except  the  Kerr-Mc- 
Clellan  Navigation  Channel  where  weap¬ 
ons  must  be  cased  or  broken  down. 

(2)  Only  longbow  and  arrow  or  shot¬ 
guns  without  slug  ammimltion  are  per¬ 
mitted. 

(3)  Camping  or  possessi<m  of  firearms 
on  the  refuge  at  night  Is  i»x>hiblted. 

Hie  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  simidement  the  regulatlmis  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  the  last  day  of 
the  regular  1974-75  duck  season. 

nSHOMUTGO  MATIONAL  WILDLIFE  BEFUGX 

Public  hunting  of  mourning  doves  on 
the  Tishomingo  Natkmal  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Oklahcxna,  Is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  desigmUed  by  signs  as  open  to  hunt- 
hig.  This  open  area,  comprising  3,170 
acres.  Is  ddlneated  on  maps  available  at 
refuge  headquarters,  Tishomingo,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  from  the  Regional  Director. 
UJ3.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box 
1306,  Albxxpierque,  New  Mexico  87103. 
Hunting  shall  be  In  accordance  with  all 
apidlcable  State  and  Federal  regulations 
governing  the  hunting  (ff  mourning  doves 
subject  to  the  following  q;>eclal  condi¬ 
tions: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  hunting 
moumhig  doves  on  the  refuge  extends 
from  Sept^nber  1  through  September  30, 
1974,1ncluBive. 

(2)  Dogs  may  be  used  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  hunting  and  retrieving. 

(3)  A  Federal  permit  Is  not  required 
to  enter  the  puMlc  hunting  area,  but 
hunters,  upon  entering  and  leaving,  shall 
report  at  designated  checking  stations 
as  may  be  established  for  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  hunting  activity  and  shall 
furnish  Information  pertaining  to  their 
hunting,  as  requested. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
gov«ii  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulatkms,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  30, 
1974. 

TISHOMINGO  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  teal  ducks  on  the 
Tishomingo  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Oklahoma,  Is  permitted  from  September 
14  through  September  22, 1974,  Inclusive, 
but  only  (m  the  area  designated  by  signs 
as  open  to  hxmtlng.  This  open  area,  c<mi- 
prlsing  3,170  acres.  Is  delineated  on  maps 
available  at  refuge  headquarters,  Tisho¬ 
mingo,  Oklahoma,  and  from  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  UJ3.  Fish  and  Wildlife 


Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albuquerque, 
New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting  be  in 
accordance  with  all  api^lcable  State  and 
Federal  regulations  covering  the  himtlng 
of  teal  ducks. 

The  provisions  of  this  m)eclal  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulatkms  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  22, 
1974. 

Texas 

BRAZORIA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  teal  ducks  on  the 
Brazoria  Natlcmal  Wildlife  Refuge,  Tex¬ 
as,  Is  permitted  only  <hi  the  area  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  i^ien  to  himtlng.  This 
open  area,  comprisl^  2,000  acres  of  Rat- 
tiesnake  Island  rai  the  southeast  side  of 
the  Intracoastal  Waterway  and  adjacent 
to  Drum.  Christmas  and  Bastrop  Bays, 

Is  delineated  cm  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Angleton.  Texas,  and  from 
the  Regimiai  Dlrectm:,  UB.  Fish  and 
WUdllfe  Service.  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
Shan  be  In  accordance  with  an  atmll- 
cable  State  and  Federal  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  the  hunting  ot  teal  ducks  subject 
to  the  foUowlng  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  open  season  tor  hunting  teal 
ducks  on  the  refuge  extends  fimn  Sep¬ 
tember  14  through  September  22,  1974, 
Inclusive. 

(2)  Access  to  the  himting  area  Is  en¬ 
tirely  over  public  water  routes.  Travel 
across  the  refuge  mainland  to  and  from 
the  area  open  to  hunting  Is  not  per¬ 
mitted. 

The  provlsl(Nis  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulatimis  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
32,  and  are  effective  through  September 
22,  1974. 

HAGERMAN  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  mourning  doves  on 
the  Hagerman  National  WildUfe  Refuge, 
Texas,  Is  permitted  only  on  the  area  des¬ 
ignated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This 
open  area,  compristaig  2,644  acres.  Is  de¬ 
lineated  oa  mims  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  15  miles  northwest  of 
Sherman,  Texas,  and  from  the  Regional 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
P.O.  Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87103.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  applicable  State  and  Federal 
regulations  covering  the  hunthig  of 
mourning  doves,  subject  to  the  following 
special  condition : 

(1)  The  <^n  season  fiu:  hunting 
mourning  doves  on  the  refuge  extends 
from  September  1  through  September  30, 
1974,  inclusive. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  30, 
1974. 


laguna  ATASCOSA  NATIONAL 
WILDUFE  REFUGE 

Hunting  of  migratory  game  birds  on 
the  Laguna  Atascosa  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  T»as,  Is  suspended  for  the  1974- 
75  hunting  season.  It  has  been  determined 
that  the  entire  refuge  area  Is  required 
for  resource  protectiim,  especially  In  that 
the  redhead,  a  bird  In  short  supply.  Is  a 
major  wintering  species. 

Robert  F.  Stephens, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

Albuquerque.  New  Mexico. 

August  5, 1974. 

(FR DOC.74-1M70  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Quivira  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kansas 

The  following  special  regulation  Is 
Issued  and  Is  effective  on  August  13, 1974. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

EZansas 

QUIVIRA  NATIONAL  WILDUFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  teal  ducks  <m  the 
Quivira  National  WildUfe  Refuge,  Kan¬ 
sas,  is  permitted  from  September  7 
through  September  15,  1974,  Inclusive, 
but  only  on  the  areas  designated  hgr  signs 
as  open  to  hunting.  Hunting  of  mourning 
doves,  sora  and  Virginia  rails,  and  Wil¬ 
son's  snipe  is  also  permitted  during  the 
teal'seasoiL'TTils  oi>en  areA,  comprising 
7,990  acres.  Is  delineated  on  maps  avail¬ 
able  at  refuge  headquarters,  Stafford, 
Kansas,  and  from  the  Area  Manager, 
UJB.  Fish  and  WUdllfe  Service,  Federal 
Building,  Room  1748,  601  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 
Hunting  shall  be  In  accordance  with  an 
MipUoehle  State  and  Federal  regulations 
covering  the  hunting  of  iiiigrat<»y  birds. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regidations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generaUy,  vdilch  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  15, 
1974. 

Laurence  R.  Vbixlbt, 

Acting  Refuge  Manager,  Quivira 
National  WUdUfe  Refuge  Staf¬ 
ford,  Kansas. 

July  25. 1974. 

IFR  Doc.74-ie464  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  sm] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Quivira  Nattonal  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kansas 

The  following  qieclal  regulatiMi  Is  Is¬ 
sued  and  Is  effective  on  August  13, 1974. 

§  32.22  Special  regidatiofis;^  aptaad 
game;  for  hidividnal  wfldiife  refuge 
areas. 

Kansas 

QUIVIEA  NAAONAL  WILDUFE  REFUGE 

PubUc  hunting  of  cottontail  xabbfts 
and  squirrel  on  the  Quivira  National 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  157— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  13,  1974 


wildlife  Refuge,  Kansas  Is  permitted 
diirlng  the  early  Teal  Season  frcxn 
tember  7  through  September  16,  1974, 
Inicluslye,  but  only  In  the  areas  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  These 
open  areas,  comprising  7,990  acres,  are 
delineated  on  maps  avallaUe  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Staftord,  Kansas,  and  from 
the  Area  Manager,  U.S.  Rsh  and  WUdllfe 
Service,  Federal  Building,  Room  1748, 
601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri  64106. 

Himtlng  shall  be  In  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  governing 
the  himtlng  of  cottontail  rabbits  and 
squirrel  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions: 

(1)  The  use  of  rifles  is  prohibited  for 
taking  rabbits  and  squirreL 

(2)  The  himtlng  of  any  species  after 
sunset  is  prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  In  TlUe  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  September  15, 1974. 

Lattrenci  R.  Veikley, 
Acting  Refuge  Manager,  Qui~ 
vira  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Stafford,  Kansas, 

July  25,  1974. 

[TB  Doe.  74—18498  Filed  8-12-74;  8:46  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Kofa  Game  Range,  Ariz.,  and  Laguna 
Atascosa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Texas 

The  following  special  regulatton  is  i»- 
■oed  and  is  effective  on  August  13,  1974. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Arizona 

KOFA  GAME  RANGE 

The  pidille  hunting  of  blidiom  sheep 
and  deer  on  the  Kofa  Game  Range, 
Arizona,  la  permitted  except  In  those 
areas  designated  by  signs  as  closed  to 
hunting.  The  Ughom  she^  season  ex¬ 
tends  from  December  7  through  Decem¬ 
ber  22,  1974,  inclusive.  The  deer  season 
extends  from  September  6  through  Sei>> 
tember  22,  1974,  Inclusive,  and  from 
October  25  through  November  11,  1974, 
Inclusive.  The  open  bighorn  sheep  and 
deer  himtlng  area,  ctxnprlslng  660,000 
acres.  Is  delineated  on  miqis  available  at 
refuge  headquarters,  Yuma,  Arizona,  and 
from  the  Regional  DlrectOT,  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
shall  be  In  accordance  with  an  appUcaUa 
State  regulations  covering  the  hunting  of 
bighorn  sheep  and  deer  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  conditions: 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(1)  Bighorn  sheep  limited  to  ten  (10) 
permits  Issued  by  the  Arizona  Game  and 
Fish  Department. 

(2)  Bighorn  sheep  hunters  may  hunt 
only  In  those  areas  designated  on  their 
permits. 

(3)  Deer  limited  to  eight  hundred 
(800)  permits  Issued  by  the  Arizona 
Game  and  Fish  Department. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  himtlng  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  December  22, 
1974. 

.§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Arizona 

KOFA  GAME  RANGE 

The  public  hunting  of  quail,  rabbits, 
coyotes,  gray  fox,  bobcat  and  skunks  on 
the  Kofa  Game  Range,  Arizona,  Is  per¬ 
mitted  except  In  those  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  closed  to  hunting.  The  open 
area,  c(»nprlslng  660,000  acres.  Is  de¬ 
lineated  (m  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Yuma,  Arizona,  and  from 
the  Regional  Director,  UB.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
shall  be  In  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations  governing  the  hunting 
of  quaU,  rabbits,  coyotes,  gray  fox,  bob¬ 
cat  and  skunks  subject  to  the  f(dlowlng 
special  conditions: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  hunting  quail 
and  cottontail  rabbit  on  the  refuge  ex¬ 
tends  from  October  1, 1974  through  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1975,  Inclusive. 

(2)  The  open  season  for  hunting 
coyotes,  gray  fox,  bobcats  and  skunks  on 
the  refuge  extends  from  October  1 
through  December  6,  1974,  Inclusive,  and 
from  December  23,  1974  through  Febru¬ 
ary  16i,  1975,  Inclusive. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula- 
ttms  supplement  the  regulatl<ms  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32  and 
are  effective  through  February  16,  1975. 

Texas 

LAGUNA  ATASCOSA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFB 

REFUGE 

Hunting  of  upland  game  on  the  Laguna 
Atascosa  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Texas,  is  suspended  for  the  1974-75  hunt¬ 
ing  season.  It  has  been  determined  that 
a  huntable  populatlcm  of  upland  game  is 
not  available  on  the  refuge  this  year. 

Robesx  F.  Stephens; 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Ah- 
buQuer<iue,  Nem  Mexico. 

August  6, 1974. 

[IB  Doe.T4-18468  FOM  6-12-74:8:46  am] 
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PART  32— HUNTING 
Salt  Plains  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Okia. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  Is¬ 
sued  and  Is  effective  on  August  13,  1974. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 

for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Oklahoma 

SALT  PLAINS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  Is  permitted  on 
Salt  Plains  National  WUdllfe  Refuge,  but 
only  on  the  area  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  hunting.  This  open  area,  com¬ 
prising  2,347  acres.  Is  delineated  on  maps 
avaUable  at  refuge  headquarters,  14 
mUes  north  Jet,  Oklahoma,  and  from 
the  Regional  Dlrrctor,  UB.  Fish  and 
WUdllfe  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Participants 
are  to  be  selected  on  the  basis  of  a  spe¬ 
cial  drawing  and  appUcations  are  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Oklahoma  Department 
of  WUdllfe  Conservation,  1801  North 
Lincoln,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 
73105.  AppUcatlon  may  be  made  by  letter 
and  must  contain  the  sqipUcant’s  name, 
address  and  Oklahoma  deer  himtlng  U- 
cense  number.  AppUcatlMi  for  bow  hunt¬ 
ing  may  be  made  between  September  1 
and  September  30,  1974.  AppUcatlon  for 
primitive  flrearms  hunting  may  be  made 
between  September  1  and  October  15, 
1974.  Application  for  modem  gun  hunt¬ 
ing  may  be  made  between  September  1 
and  October  15, 1974.  Hunting  shaU  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations  covering  the  hunting  of  deer 
subject  to  the  foUowlng  special  condi¬ 
tions: 

(1)  The  bow  hunting  season  Is  Octo¬ 
ber  26,  27  and  November  2  and  3,  1974. 

(2)  The  primitive  flrearms  hunting 
season  Is  November  9  and  10, 1974. 

(3)  The  modem  gun  hunting  season  Is 
November  23,  24,  26,  27,  30  and  Decem¬ 
ber  1, 1974. 

(4)  Hunters  must  check  In  at  the  ref¬ 
uge  office  prior  to  entering  the  assigned 
hunting  area  and  must  check  out  at  the 
refuge  office  upon  leaving  the  area. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  <hi  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50. 
Code  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
Mid  are  effective  through  December  L  : 
1974.  ^ 

W.  O.  Nelson,  Jr., 
Regional  Director, 
AUmguerque,  New  Mexico. 

August  2, 1974. 

[IS  Doa74-18460  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTiON 
AGENCY 

[40  CFR  Part  52] 

(FRL  23S-2) 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
STATE  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 
Proposed  Compliance  Schedules  for 
Mississippi 

Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  implementing  regula¬ 
tions  of  40  CFR  Part  51  require  each 
State  to  submit  a  plan  which  provides 
for  the  attainment  and  maintenance  of 
the  national  ambient  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards  throughout  the  State.  On  May  31, 
1972  (37  FR  10842) ,  pursuant  to  section 
110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40  CFR 
Part  51,  the  Administrator  approved  por¬ 
tions  of  Mississippi’s  State  Implementa¬ 
tion  Plan. 

On  March  6.  1973,  and  August  9,  1973, 
pursuant  to  40  CFR  51.6,  the  State  of 
Mississippi  submitted  for  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency’s  approval 
revisions  to  the  compliance  schedule 
portion  of  its  plan.  This  publication  pro¬ 
poses  that  certain  of  the  revisions  be 
approved.  Each  proposed  revision  estab¬ 
lishes  a  new  date  by  which  an  individual 
air  pollution  source  must  attain  compli¬ 
ance  with  an  emission  limitation  of  the 
State  implementation  plan.  This  date  is 
indicated  in  the  succeeding  table  imder 
the  heading  “Final  Compliance  Date.” 
In  many  cases  the  schedule  includes  in¬ 
cremental  steps  toward  compliance,  with 
interim  dates  for  achieving  those  steps. 
While  the  table  below  does  not  list  those 
interim  dates,  the  actual  compliance 
schedules  do.  All  of  the  compliance 
schedules  listed  here  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  following  loca¬ 
tions: 

Air  Programs  Office 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Region  IV 

1421  Peachtree  Street,  NE. 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 

Division  of  Air  Pollution  Control 

Mississippi  Air  &  Water  Pollution  Control 

Commission 
Robert  E.  Lee  Building 
Jackson,  Mississippi  39205 

Each  compliance  schedule  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Mississippi  Air  and  Wa¬ 
ter  Pollution  Control  Commission  and 
submitted  to  EPA  after  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedural  requirements  of  40  CFR  Part  51. 
Each  also  satisfies  the  substantive  re¬ 
quirements  of  40  CFR  Part  51  pertaining 
to  compliance  schedules,  and  has  been 
determined  to  be  consistent  with  the 
approved  control  strategies  for  the  State 
of  Mississippi. 


An  evaluation  of  the  Mississippi  com¬ 
pliance  schedule  submittal  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Atlanta  loca¬ 
tion  listed  above. 

All  interested  parties  are  encouraged 
to  submit  written  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  plan  revisions.  These  comments 
will  be  weighed  carefully  by  EPA  before 
the  agency  decides  to  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  these  changes  in  the  Mississippi 
plan.  Comments  will  be  accepted  until 
September  12,  1974.  These  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Director,  Air  and  Water 
Programs  Division,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Region  IV,  1421  Peach¬ 


tree  Street  NE.,  Atlanta,  Cleorgia  30309, 
Attention:  Mr.  Ihomas  A.  Strickland. 

(42  UB.C.  18570-6) 

Dated:  July  25,  1974. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  52,  Chap¬ 
ter  I,  Title  40,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  follows: 

Subpart  Z — Mississippi 

Section  52.1274  Is  amended  by  insert¬ 
ing  additional  lines  in  the  table  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  as  follows: 


Mississippi 


Rfrgulation  Date  of  Effective  Pinal 

Source  Location  Involved  adoption  date  eompllance 

date 


ADAMS  COUNTT 


Johns-Man  ville . -.. . . . 

...  APC-S-1 

June  <1973 

Immediately.. 
. do..— . 

Sept.  30, 1973 
Sept.  20,1974 

Benbuck  Lumber  Co. . . . 

...  APC-8-1 

Stahlman  Lumber  Co _ _ 

...  APC-S-1 

. do— 

. do. . 

Do. 

...  APC-8-1 

...—do... . 

Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

. do. . 

Do. 

Jitney  Jungle  No.  3  . . . 

...  APC-S-1 

Oct.  80,1974 

Arm^rong"  Rubber  Ck>.,  Southern 

. do . 

....  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do. . 

Apr.  12;  1974 

Division. 

International  Paper  Co.:  a.  Recovery 
Furnace  System. 

International  Paper  Co. :  a.  Lime  Kiln 

...  APC-S-1 

May  31,1973 

. do . 

...  AP08-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

System. 


ALCORN  COUNTY 


Worsham  Brothers . Corinth . .  APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Sept.  19,1974 

Choate  Feed  MIU . do._ . APC-S-1  do  do . Sept.  20, 1974 

Horton  Brothers . . do.... _ APC-8-1  . do.. . . do . Aug.  21,1974 

Corinth  Beamless  Hosiery  Ine. . do... . APC-S-1  _ do . . do . Sept.  20, 1974 

Corinth  Brick  &  Tile  Co.,  Inc . do . . APC-S-1  . do . . do .  Do. 

MagnoUa  Hoeleary  Mill . do. . APC-S-1  . do . do .  Do. 


ATTALA  COUNTT 


The  Attala  Co . 

Mississippi  Cottonseed  Products  Co. 

Koedtisko _ 

. do . 

..  APC-8-1 
..  APC-8-1 
..  APC-8-1 

June  <1973 
. do— . 

Immediately.. 

. do . 

. do . 

Sept.  20, 1974 
Do. 

Oct.  30,1974 

..  APC-8-1 

. do.—.. 

. do . 

Sept.  20, 1974 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Sheller  Globe  CkNrp.  Plant  No.  3  (Tee. 

. do . 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Pee  Burner) 

...  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

ulBcturlng) 

Dossville  Gin . 

_ do . 

...  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Sept.  30, 1974 

BENTON  COtWTT 


Benton  County  Co-op . . . Ashland . .  APC-8-1  June  4, 1973  Immediately..  Sept  20, 1974 


BOLIVAR  COUNTY 


Cleveland  Chemical  <3o.. . .  Cleveland  _ APC-8-1 _ June  4,1973  Immediately-.  Sept.  2t),  1974 

Concrete  Products  Co . do . APC-S-1 . do . do .  Do. 

Douglas  &  Lomason  Co . do . APC-S-1 . do . do .  Do. 

Sanders  Elevator  Corp . .do . APC-S-1 . .do . . do .  Do. 

B  A  U  Manufacturing  Co .  Benoit . APC-8-1.. . do . do .  Do. 

Bolivar  County  Hospital . Cleveland . APC-S-1. . do . do . June  30,1973 


CALHOUN  COUNTT 


Calhoun  County  Feed  Mill . 

Calhoun  City... 

APC-8-1... 

APC-8-1.... 

June  <  1973 
. do . 

Immediately.. 
. do . 

Bept.  20, 1974 
Do. 

Sept.  22, 1974 

APC-S-1.... 

_ do . 

. do _ _ _ 

Calhoun  Grain  &  Seed  Elevator _ 

. do . . 

APC-S-l... 

_ do . 

. do . 

Sept.  20, 1974 

APC-8-1... 

_ do . 

. do . 

1)0. 

APC-8-1... 

_ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

APOS-l... 

_ do . — - 

. do . 

Do. 

SchM&eld  Furniture  Manufacturing 

Calhoun  City... 

APC-8-1... 

_ do . 

. do . 

Sept.  21, 1974 

AP08-1... 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  9, 1974 

D.S.L.  Manufacturing  Inc . 

. do . 

APC-8-1... 

. do . 

. do . 

May  17,1974 
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Mississippi — Continued 


Regulation  Date  of  Effective  Final 

Source  Location  involved  adoption  date  compliance 

date 


CARKOLL  COUNTY 


Wood-Line  Industries  Inc . . North  Carrollton.  APC-8-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Sept.  20, 1974 

Anel  Engineering  Industries  Inc . Winona . APC-8-1  . do . '.do . Sept.  21, 1974 

Dresser  Minerals . . . 'Valden . APC-S-1  . do . do .  Do. 


CmCKASAW  COUNTY 


Chickasaw  Milling  Co . 

E.  F.  Dyer  Manufacturing  Co. 

S  &  Y,  Inc . 

Patch  Concrete  Service,  Inc.. 
Houston  Feed  Mills . 


Port  Gibson  Oil  Works, 
Kling  Construction  Co. 


Houston _ 

....  APC-S-1 
_ APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

.  Sept.  20, 1974 
Do. 

. do . 

....  APC-vS-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

. do . 

....  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Oct.  9, 1974 

. do . 

....  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Sent.  15. 1974 

CLAIBORNE  COUNTY 


Port  Gibson _ APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Sept.  20, 1974 

_ do . . .  APC-S-1  . do . . . do.. .  Do. 


CLARKE  COUNTY 


Masonite  Corp.,  Hood  Ind.  Division..  Pachuta.. 


Monroe  Allen  Contract . .  Enterprise _ 

Koppers  Co.,  Inc . - . Stonewall _ 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  Goodwater  Plant . Sec.  5,  Clarke 

County. 


APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

.  Jan.  31,1974 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Sept.  20, 1974 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . . 

.  Oct.  1.5,1974 

CLAY  COUNTY 


Crown  Chemical  &  Mfg.  Co . West  Point _ 

Peimabaker  Ready  Mix  Concrete _ do . . 

Truelove  Lumber  Co _ _ do . 

Winters  Dimension  Mill . do . 

Allied  Enterprises  of  Pheba . . Pheba . 

Building  Service  Co . . . West  Point . 

Mary  Holmes  College _ do _ _ 

Phillips  Contracting  Co.,  Columbus . do . 


APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 


June  4, 1973 

Immediately. 

.  Sept.  20, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

_ do . . do _  Do. 

_ do . do .  Do. 

. do . do . Aug.  15,1974 


COAHOMA  COUNTY 


Coahoma  Chemical  Co.,  Inc. . 

Dpltft  Oil  Mill,  Inc  .  _ 

Clarksdale . 

.  APC-S-1 
.  APC-S-1 

June  4.1973 

Immediately.. 

Sept.  20, 1974 
Do. 

.  APC-S-l 

Dec.  1, 1974 
July  1, 1975 
Oct.  25,1974 

.  APC-S-l 

City  of  Clarksdale  Water  &  Light 
Department. 

.  APC-S-1 

COPIAH  COUNTY 

.  APC-S-1 

June  4. 1973 

Immediately— 

Sept.  21, 1974 
Do. 

.  APC-S-1 

,.  APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Oct.  15,1974 

May  17,1974 

Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co . 

Highway  28 
east  of  1-55. 

.  Hazlehurst . 

.  APC-S-l 

. do . . 

. do . 

COVINGTON  COUNTY 


W.  E.  Blain  &  Son,  Inc . 

Mount  Olive.... 

APC-S-l 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

June  4. 1973 

Immediately. 

.  Sept.  21, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

DESOTO  county 

Forging  Die  Engineering  Co . 

Olive  Branch _ 

APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately 

.  Oct.  20,1974 

Douglas  Corp . 

Nesbit _ 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-8-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

American  Electric  Manufacturing 

Southhaven . 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Coip. 

A]ax  Lumber  Co . 

OUve  Branch... 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

..  Dec.  15,1974 

Amax  Aluminum  Extrusion  Products. 

.  Hernando . 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

..  Oct.  1,1974 

Norfolk  Corp.  (AAL) . 

.  Lake  Cor- 

APC-S-1 

Feb.  27,1973 

. do . 

..  July  31, 1975 

morant. 

APC-8-1 

..  Oct.  20,1974 

Tex  Gas . 

.  Southhaven _ 

.  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

.  Walls . 

.  APC-S-1 

Do. 

,  APC-S-1 

Do. 

.  APC-8-1 

Do. 

.  APC-S-1 

Do. 

.  APC-S-1 

Do. 

.  APC-8-1 

Do. 

.  APC-S-1 

_ _ do . 

Do. 

.  APC-8-1 

Do. 

Bibb,  Sanders  &  Koehler  Qin . 

.  I^ake  Cormorant 

.  APC-S-1 

Feb.  27,1978 

—..do . 

...  July  31, 1976 

Clifton  Land  &  Gin  Co . 

.  Hernando . 

.  APC-S-1 

. do . . 

. do . 

Do. 
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AAR  Feed  Mill . Hattiesburg 

Alexander  Materials  Cc.,  Inc .  Petal . 

FAS  Presstress,  Inc . Hattiesburg 

Hattiesburg  Concrete  Products  Co . do . . 

Hattiesburg  Compress  Co . do . 

Hattiesburg  (iin . do . 

Mack’s  Ready  Mix  Concrete  Co.,  Inc . do . 

McCoy  Ready  Mixe<l  Concrete . do . 

Callahan  Ready  Mix  Concrete  Co., _ do . 

Inc. 

W.  E.  Blain  A  Sons _ do . 

Hercules  Inc _ do . . 

Southeastern  Concrete,  Inc _ do . 

Miss.  Poultry  Co . do . 

Koppers  Co.,  Inc . do . 

Murray  Envelope  Corp . do . 


Cicorgia-Paci  fic , 


Roxie. 


rOBBEST  COUNTY 


APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

Oct.  1,1974 

APC-S-1 

_ _ do . . 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

_ _ do . 

_ do _ .... 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

_ _ do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

_ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

_ do _ ..... 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

-----do . 

Oct.  20,1974 

APC-S-1 

_ do _ 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  13,1974 

APC-S-1 

-.^.-do . . 

.....do......... 

Oct.  C,  1974 

APC-S-1 

_ do _ 

_ do . . 

Oct.  9, 1974 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

_ do _ 

. do . 

Do. 

FBANKUN  COUNTY 

APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Oct.  20,1974 


GEOBOE  COUNTY 


I’.  B.  Wilson .  Lucedale. 

J.  M.  Rogers  A  Sons,  Inc . . Bcnndale. 

O’Neal  Logging  Co.,  Inc .  Lucedale. 

A.  F.  Holcomb  Lumber  Co . do _ 

M.  W.  Hicks . do.... 

Jim  Havens . Benndale. 

Dickerson  Sawmill  Co . Lucedale. 

Evans  Fwd  A  Supply . . do _ 


APC-S-1  .. 

..do . 

. do.. 

. Oct.  8,1974 

APC-S-1  .. 

..do . 

. do.. 

.  Dec.  1, 1974 

APC-S-1  .. 

.  .do . 

. do.. 

. Oct.  6,1974 

APC-S-1  .. 

..do . 

. do,. 

.  Do. 

APC-S-1 

..do . 

. do.. 

.  Do. 

APC-S-1  .. 

..do _ 

. do.. 

.  Do. 

APC-S-1  .. 

-.do . 

. do.. 

. Oct.  1,1974 

APC-S-1  .. 

..do . 

. do.. 

. Sept.  9,1974 

QBENADA  COUNTY 


J.  1),  \  aughan  Sawmill . 

Grenada  Steam  Laundry  &  Cleaners., 
Grena<ia  County  Hos|>ital . . 

Grenada _ 

. do . 

....  APC-S-1 
....  APC-S-1 
....  APC-S-1 

June  4,1973 
. do . 

Immediately  - 
. do . 

.  Oct.  6,1974 
Do. 

.  Oct.  1,1974 

Gn‘na<la  Sand  A  Gravel  Co . . 

....  APC-S-1 

.Memphis  Hardwoorl  Flooring  Co . 

_ do . 

....  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Aug.  20,1974 

..  Bay  St.  Louis. 

..  APC-8-1 
..  APC-S-1 

June  4,1973 

Immediately. 
. do . 

.  Oct.  6, 1974 
Do. 

.  Oct.  1, 1974 

..  Bay  St.  Louis. 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

..  APC-S-1 

.  Oct.  30,1974 

HABBlSIttS  COUNTY 


Faulkner  Coni  rete  I’iiie  Co .  Gulfport . APC-S-1  June  4,1973 

Cuinl)e,st  Manufacturing  Co . I’ass  Christian. .  APC-S-1  .  ...do . 

Chenifax,  Inc .  Gulfiwl .  Al’C-S-l  . do . 

Biloxi  Block  Co.,  Inc . do . APC-S-1  . do . 

Allied  Enterprises . do . APC-S-1  . do.  I".” 

A  A  P  Sui)ermarket  No.  114.. . Loug  Beach . APC-S-1  . do . 

Mavar  Shrimp  A  Oyster  Co .  Biloxi . APC-S-1  . do . 

Masonite  Corp.  Alpine  Div .  Gulfitort . APC-S-1  . do . 

Gulf  Paving,  Inc . do . APC-S-1  . do _ ... 

Gulfport  Glass  Corp . do . APC-S-1  . do . 

Hi-Life  Packing  Co . do . APC-S-1  . do . 

Ilubbell  Machine  Equipment . Biloxi . APC-S-1  _ do . 

Industrial  Steel  A  Machine  Works _ Gulfiiort . APC-S-1  . do . 

McElroy  Machine  A  Manufacturing  Biloxi .  .\PC-,S-1  . do . 

Co.,  Inc. 

Maylielle  l)re.ss  Manufacturing .  Gulfiwt .  APC-S-1  . do.. 

Progreaslve  Metallurgy . APC-S-1  do 

West  Creek  Lumber  Co .  Saucier . APC-S-1  do 

PlastiFax .  Gulf|)ort . APC-S-1  do 

Holcomb  Asphalt  Company,  Inc . do . APC-8-1  .  do 

Coa.stal  Materials  Co . do . APC-S-1  '  '  do . 

<iulfCoa.sl  Pre-stressed .  Pa-ss  Christian..  APC-S-1  ..I..do . 

Clements  Wire  A  Manufacturing  Co..  Biloxi .  APC-S-1  do 


Immediately. 

_ do _ 

_ do . 

_ do . 

....do . 

_ do . 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

_ do.. . 

_ do . 

_ do _ 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 


_ do . 

_ do _ 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 


Oct.  6, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Oct.  1, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Oct.  13,1974 
Dec.  15,1974 
Oct.  1, 1974 
Jan.  3, 1975 
Oct.  6, 1974 


HINDS  COUNTY 


Delta  Industries  (Prestressrd  Con-  Jack.son 
Crete  Facility). 

Delta  Industries  tLightweight  Aggr< 
gate  Facility). 


APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately...  Oct.  1,1974 


_ do . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do. 

.  Do. 

Arr-s  1 

_ do . 

...  APC-S-1 

Oet.  fi' 

I'tica . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do. 

.  Do. 

Jackson . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do _ 

. do. 

.  Do. 

_ do. _ _ 

...  APC-S-1 

do . 

. do. 

.  Do. 

. do . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

.  Do. 

. do . 

...  A£*('— S— 1 

. do . 

. do. 

.  Do. 

. do_ . 

...  APC-S-l 

l>o 

Edwards . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do. 

. Dec.  1, 

Clinton . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do. 

. Sept.  28, 

Jackson _ _ 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do. 

.  Do. 

Raymond.... 

...  APC-S-l 

. do . 

. do. 

. Oct.  1, 

Jackson . 

A  PC-S-1 

. do . 

_ ...do. 

.  Do. 
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BordeQ’8...:.r.^.:r.:.»'.^7=s.s^.r.'^.s;.'..do _ i...  APC-S-1 

Delta  Industriee  (Concrete  Block  ^....do . APC-8-1 

Facility). 

Delta  Industries  (Ready-liQx  Con-  s»..do _ APC-8-1 

Crete  Facility). 

lackson  Iron  4  Metal  Works..;.'..?.:^-..— do _ ......  APC-S-1 

AUanta  Soap  Processors,  Inc.....-..-. _ do _ APC-8-1 

Warren  Brotner8..'..;..-....c.::.:.i.'..:.s.:;..do _ APC-8-1 

Filtiol  Corp-— — i— do . APC-8-1 

Zincon  Electronic  Products... _ do - APC-8-1 

Harper  Foundry  and  Machine  Co _ i . do . .  APC-S-1 

EUtchens  Brothers  Manufacturing _ Utica _ _  APC-8-1 

Burger  ^ng  Restaurant,  Inc _ Jackson _ _  APC-8-1 

Delto  Cotton  Gin  &  Fertlllier  Co . do _ APC-S-1 

Dura-Tuff  Treads,  Inc . do _ APC-8-1 


;:... .do.. ......=^:.. do.. ....:.  Do. 

; _ do _ _ do _  Do. 


i _ do _ r.-...do _ _  Do. 


Oct.  1, 1974 

Aug.  20,1974 

Aug.  19,1974 

Oct.  6, 1974 

Sept.  12;  1974 

Sept.  29, 1974 
Oct.  20,1974 

July  31,1975 
June  30,1975 

..do _ _ 

-do . 

HOLMES  COUMTT 


...  APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

Oct.  6, 1974 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

_ do . 

Dec.  1,197  4 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . . 

. do . 

Oct.  6, 1974 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Dec.  1, 1974 

...  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Aug.  15,1974 

AiBMilllrigCo.,Inc . 

. do . 

....  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Sept.  20, 1974 

HUMPHREYS  COUNTY 


. Belzonl _ 

...  APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

Oct.  6, 1974 

_ APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

_ APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Dec.  1, 1974 

. APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

July  31,1975 

Delta  Gin  Co . . 

. do . 

. APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

July  1, 1975 

ITAWAMBA  COUNTY 


...  APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 
. do.... _ 

Immediately.. 

Oct.  6, 1974 

...  APC-8-1 

. do . 

Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

T.  F”.  Evans  Lumber  Co.,  Inc _ 

_ Evergreen _ 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Sept.  15, 1974 

JACKSON  COUNTY 


Chicago  Bridge  &  Iron _ Pascagoula - APC-S-1 

Concrete  Products  &  Supply  Co _ do . . APC-S-1 

Conway  Woodworking  Co . do — . APC-S-1 

Crossfield  Products . do — . APC-S-1 

Ergon,  Inc _ _ do - APC-S-1 

The  Fish  Meal  Co . do . APC-S-1 

M.  M.  Flechas  Shipyard..;. . do . APC-S-1 

Graham  BoatSjInc . do . APC-S-1 

Halter  Marine  Fabricators,  Inc . Moss  Point . APC-S-1 

Howard  Bros _ Ocean  Springs —  APC-8-1 

Jitney  Jungle . . . do . . APC-S-1 

Katz  &  Besthofl,  Inc .  Pascagoula. . PAC-S-1 

Leo  Krebs  &  Sons . do . APC-S-1 

Materials,  Inc . . . . do . APC-S-1 

Shearwater  Pottery. . . . .  Ocean  Springs...  APC-S-1 

F.  B.  Walker  &  Sons,  Inc.. . .  Pascagoula . APC-S-1 

Weatherby  Materials,  Inc... . . Moss  Point . APC-S-1 

Delta  Creosotlng  Company,  Inc . Gautier . APC-S-1 

Standard  Oil  Co _  Pascagoula _ APC-S-1 

International  Paper  (Tee  Pee  Burner).  Moss  Point . APC-S-1 

Mississippi  Chemic^  Corp.,  No.  1  Pascagoula . APC-S-1 

Mixed  Fertilizer  Plant. 


. do _ 

Do. 

. do . 

Do. 

. do. . 

. do . 

Do. 

. do _ 

Do. 

. do. . 

Do. 

. do. . 

Do. 

. do. . 

Do. 

. do . 

Do. 

. do . 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

..  Oct.  6,1974 
..  Oct.  30,1974 

_ do _ 

. do . 

Do. 

. do . do . Oct.  24,1974 

. do . do . Oct.  30,1973 

Feb.  27,1973  . do . July  1,1975 


JASPER  COUNTY 


Skelly  Oil  Co . Bay  Springs _ APC-S-1  June  4,1973  . do - 

V.  A.  Sauls .  Heidelburg . APC-S-1  . do . do _ 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY 


Feeders  Milling  Co . .  Fayette . APC-S-1  . do . do. 

Jefferson  County  Hospital . do . APC-S-1  . do . do. 


JEFFERSON  DAVIS  COUNTY 


Reardon  Lumber  Co _ _ _  Prentiss _ APC-S-1  - do - do.. 

Edward  Hyman  Co . . . . do .  APC-S-1  . do . . do.. 

Stamps  Lumber  Co . do . APC-S-1  . do . do.. 


JONES  COUNTY 


APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

Dresser  Industries _ 

_ do . 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

_ do... 

Laurel  Machine  &  Foundry  Co . — 

_ do . 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do... 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do.,. 

APC-S-1 

Wagon  Co.). 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

_ do . 

. do... 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do... 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do... 

APC-S-1 

. do _ 

. do— 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do.. 

Laurel. 

Do . 

North  13th 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do.. 

Ave.,  LaureL 


..  Oct.  1,1974 
Do. 


Sept.  28, 1974 
Do. 


Do. 

Oct.  1, 1974 
Do. 


...  Sept.  28,1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

...  Sept.  30, 1974 
...  Oct.  1,1974 

...  Oct.  9,1974 
Do. 

Do. 

...  Sept.  30, 1973 
...  Oct.  1,1974 
....  June  6,1973 

Do. 
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I.  A.  McDade  Luni1>er  Co.. 

Monroe  Dean  Sawmill _ 

Noiaii  Martin  Sawmill . 

Kopi>ers,  nc . 


A  a  S  raving . . . . 

Clianibers  ('ori>. . 

Emerson  Electric  — . 

W.  E.  “Fat”  Oandy.. . 

Oxford  Milling  Co . . . 

Elliot  Lumber  Co . . 

Oxford-l.afayette  County  Hospital. 


Ami^ada  Hess . 

B.  K.  Pole*  Timber  Co . 

Breland  Ready  Mix  i  Supply  Co. 

Do . 

Purvis  Hardwood  Lumber  Co.... 

Southland  Oil  Co . 

Williamson  A  Williamson  LurnWr. 


KCMPSa  OOnMTT 


Electric  Mills....  APC-S-1  June  4, 1»73..  Immediately..  Oct  9  1974 

Dekalb . APC-S-1  _ do. . ...do _  Do 

Scooba . APC-S-1  . do _ do.  "*.*  Do' 

Electric  Mills —  APC-S-1  . do . do "I'.l  Oct  IS,  1974 


LAFATETTE  COtTNTT 


Oxford . . APC-S-1  June  4, 1973..  Immediately  Oct.  9,1974 

. do . APC-S-1  . do.- . do .  Do. 

. do . APC-S-l  . do. . do .  Do. 

Paris . APC-S-l  . do . do  Do. 

Oxford . APC-S-1  . do . do  ..  ..  Do. 

- do . APC-S-1  . do . do . Oct.  80,1974 

- do . APC-S-1  . do . do. . Aug.  15,1974 


LAMAR  COUNTY 


Purvis . 

Luniberton _ 

..  APC-S-1... 
APC-S  1... 

June  4,  1973- 

Immediately.. 

Oct.  9, 
Do 

. do . . 

..  APC-S-1... 

_ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Purvis . 

..  APC-S  1... 

_ do . 

. do . 

1>0. 

_ do . 

..  APC-S-1... 

Do. 

Lumlionon... 

..  APC-S  1... 

Do. 

Suninall . 

.  Al’C-S-l... 

_ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Atlas  Roofing  Co .  Meridian.. 

Cities  Service  Oil  Co . do . 

J.  B.  Uunii  Jr . do . 

Meridian  Moulding.  Inc . do . 

Kroohler  Mamitai'turing  Co . do . 

(ieneral  Box  Co _ do _ 

Lauderdale  County  Co-op . do _ 

Meridian  Wood  Proilucts _ _ _ do _ 

Miami  Window  Divi.slon,  Rtis-sell . do . 

Alum.  Corp. 

Paul  O’Leary  Liuuber  Co _ Toomsuba 

Owen  Bros.  Packing  Co . Meridian.. 

Sanders  Lumber  Co _ do . 

Scruggs  Sawmill . . do . 

Soule  Steam  Feed  Works _ _ do . 

'fiLsealoosa  Veneer. . do . 

Winn-Dixie  (22d  St.l . . . do . 

Meridian  Concrete  A  Materials . do . 

R<‘ady  Mix  Concrete  Co . Kewanee.. 

Do . IxK'khart.. 

Do. . .Meridian... 


LAUDERDALE  COUNTY 


APC-S-1. 

..  June  4,  1973. 

Immediately.. 

Get.  30,1974 

APC-S  1. 

. do . 

Out.  9, 1974 

AP(t-S  1. 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Arc  S-1. 

Do. 

APC-S-1. 

_ do _ ... 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1. 

. do. . 

. do . 

Sept.  12, 1974 

APC-8  1. 

. . do.. . 

. do . 

Sopt  13, 1974 

A  PC-8  1 

. do . 

Oct.  80,1974 

A  PC-3-1 

. do . 

. do . . 

Sept.  21, 1974 

APC-S-l 

_ do . 

_ do . - 

Do. 

APC-S  1 

. do . 

_ _ do _ _ _ 

Do. 

APC  8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

A  PC-8-1 

APC-S- 1 

. do . 

. do . 

Sept.  23, 1974 

APC-S  1 

_ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S  1 

. do . 

. do . 

Dec.  15,1973 

APC  S  i 

. do . 

. do . 

Jan.  1, 1974 

APC-S  1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

APC-S  1 

_ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

LAWRENCE  COUNTY 


Boiler). 

It.  Regis  Paper  Co.  (Recovery  Boil¬ 
ers— No.  1  and  No.  2  Particulates). 


ers  No.  1  and  No.  2  TRS). 
it.  Regis  Paper  Co.  (Noncon 
tias  System  TRS). 


Monticello _ 

..  APr-.s  1 

....'.do . 

. do . 

Aug.  16,1974 

Jayess. . . 

..  APC-S-l 

Dec.  1, 1974 

Siivercreek... 

..  APC-S  1 

Aug.  16,'lOT4 

Monticello _ 

..  APC-S-1 

Sept.  23!  1974 

_ do . 

..  APC-S  1 

Do. 

_ do . 

..  APC-S  1 

Do. 

_ do . 

...  APC-S-l 

Feb.  27,1973 

. do . 

Aug.  1, 1974 

_ do . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

_ do.. . . 

Oct.  Ij  1974 

_ do . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

_ do . 

Jan.  1, 1976 

_ do _ 

..  APC-S  1 

. do . 

. do . . 

Mar.  1, 1976 

LEAKE  COUNTY 


Henderson  South  Manufaeturing  Co.. 

J.eake  County  Milling  Co.,  luc . 

MAC  Creosote . . . . 

Carthago... 
. do . 

....  APC-S  1 
....  APC-S-1 
_ APC-S  1 

June  4,1973 
_ do . 

Immediately.. 
. do . 

Sept.  23. 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

.Monroe  Allen  Contractor.. . 

_ APC-S  1 

Lee  County 

Atiderson  Mfg.  Co . . 

Tupelo . 

_ APC-S-l 

Do. 

BAB  Concrete  Co.,  Inc . 

. do . 

. APC-8-1 

Do. 

Barber  Pure  Milk  Co . 

_ do . 

APC-S-l 

Sept.  26, 1974 

Blackman  Macliine  A  Tool  Co . 

_ do . 

. APC-S-1 

■  Do.’ 

Blue  Bell,  Inc . 

. APC-S-l 

Do. 

APC-S-l 

Do. 

Dacus  Drug  Co.. _ _ 

. APC-S-1 

Do. 

Day-Brite  Lighting . . 

A  PC-S-1 

Do. 

Denny  Lumlter  Co . 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

Fashion  Funiiture,  Inc _ _ 

A  PC-S-1 

Do. 

Futorian  Corp. — 'Tupelo  Decorian 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

Division. 

Hickory  Springs  Manufacturing  of 

. do . 

. APC-S-1 

_ do_ . 

. do. . . 

Do. 

Arkansas. 

International  Minerals  A  Chemicals.. 

. do . 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

Kent’s  Store . . . .  .. 

.  APC-S-l 

Do. 

Mid-South  P;»ckers . 

. do . 

. APC-S-1 

_ do. . 

. do . - 

Do. 
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..  APC-S-1 

do . 

..  APC-S-1 

Do. 

..  APC-S-1 

_ do . 

Do. 

..  APC-8-1 

...  Sept.  23, 1974 

Prath  Lumber  Co...” . ; . 

Plantersville.. 

..  APC-S-1 

_ do . 

— .,.do . 

...  Sept.  26, 1974 

..  APC-S-1 

Do. 

ing  Facility). 

Riverside  Chemical  Co.  (Grain  Ele- 

. do . 

..  APC-S-1 

; _ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

vat  or). 

Sadler  Manufacturing  Co _ : _ do . . APC-S-1 

S.A.R.  Manufacturing  Co _ do _ APC-8-1 

Scarsdale  Quilting . do . APC-S-1 

Senters  Transit  Mix,  Inc _ do _ APC-S-1 

Sheller  Globe  Corp . do . APC-8-1 

South-Aire,  Inc.,  of  Mississippi _ do _ APC-S-1 

Southern  Imperial,  Inc _ do _ APC-S-1 

Super  Sagiess,  Spring  Corp.. . do _ APC-8-1 

Triangle  Manufacturing _ _ _ do . APC-S-1 

Tupelo  Brick  A  Tile  Co _ do _ APC-S-l 

Tupelo  Marble  Works _ _ do _ APC-S-1 

Tupelo  Scrap  &  Steel  Co...i _ do _ _ APC-S-1 

Umted  Cement  Co . do . APC-S-1 

WAS  Milling  A  Molasses  Co . do . APC-S-1 

Walled  Lake  lloor  Co . . . do . .  APC-8-1 


; _ do . ...do . 

. do . do . 

_ do . do...: _ 

_ do _ _ do _ 

_ do . do . 

_ do . do . . 

. do . do . 

_ do . ...do . 

_ do . do . 

. do . do . . 

_ do . ..i.-do . 

_ do.- . _;-.do . 

; _ do . ...do . . 

_ do . do . 

; _ do . do . 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


LEFLORE  COUNTY 


Midway  Gin  Co. 


Greenwood-. 

..  APC-S-1 
-.  APC-S-1 

_ do . 

. do . 

Sept.  23, 1974 
_  Do. 

..  APC-8-1 

....  Dec.  1,1974 

..  APC-S-1 

_ Sept.  23, 1974 

..  APC-S-1 

...:;--do . 

_  Do. 

..  APOS-l 

_ ...do . 

_ Dec.  1,1974 

..  APC-8-1 

_ Sept.  23, 1974 

Morgan  City. 

..  APC-8-1 

_ do . 

_ do . 

....  Dec.  1,1974 

LINCOLN  COUNTY 


Ingle  Sawmill _ _ do. 


Southwest  Paving. 


APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 
_ do _ 

Immediately., 
—...do . 

Sept.  23, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Dec.  1, 1974 

APC-8-1 

Oct.  24,1974 
Oct.  20,1974 

APC-8-1 

_ do _ 

. do . 

LOWNDES  COUNTY 


Columbus  Brick  Co . . . Columbus . .  APC-S-1 

Columbus  Plastics,  Inc _ i _ do . . APC-S-1 

Davis  Lumber  Co.. _ _ do . . APC-S-1 

General  Tire  A  Rubber  Co . . do . APC-S-1 

U.3.  Borax  and  Chemical  Corp . do . APC-S-1 

Winn-Dixie  Montgomery _ do _ APC-8-1 

Hooker  Chemical . do . . APC-8-1 


June  4, 1973  Immediately. 
_ do . . do . 


; _ do _ ;...do . 

_ do . . do . 


Sept.  23, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Aug.  20,1974 


MADISON  COUNTY 


Canton  Casket  Co.. 
Canton  Plating  Co.. 
Canton  Poultry  Co. 


Gilbert  A  Ryan,  Inc. 


Riverside  Chemical  Co.  (Dry  Fertil¬ 
izer  Blending). 


secticide  Blending). 


Supreme  Milk  Co . . 

Tougaloo  College . . 

Trawick  Construction  of  Canton. 


Ridgelaud.. 

. APC-S-1 

Apr,-s-i 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

Sept.  27, 
Do. 

APC-S-l 

Do. 

A.pr,-8-i 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

.....do . 

Do. 

A  PC-S-l 

Do. 

APC-a-1 

Do. 

.  .  APC,-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-l 

Do. 

A  PC-8-1 

Do. 

_  APC-S-1 

Do. 

Canton.... 

. APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

MARION  COUNTY 


Breland  Ready-Mix  &  Supply  Co . 

Columbia . 

APC-S-l 

APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

Sept.  23, 1974 
Do. 

Deluxe  Products . : . 

Marshall  County 

Holly  Springs.. - 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-1 

June  4,  1973  Inunediately. 

Sept.  23, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Aug.  16,1974 

ITT  Thompson  Industries,  Inc _ 

_ do _ 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

_ do . 

.....do . . 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

—..-do . - 

Monroe  County 

APC-S-1 

June  4,1973 

Immediately.. 

Sept.  27, 1974 

APC-S-1 

_ _ do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

—...do . 

Do. 

APC-8-1 

. do . 

——do . . 

Do. 

APC-8-1 

. do . 

.—..do . 

Do. 

APC-8-1 

..i --do... _ _ _ 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

_ do . 

-do . 

Deo.  1. 1974 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

——do . — 

Aug.  20,1974 

Farmers  Gin.  Inc . 

,  Hamilton . 

APC-S-1 

Feb.  27,1973 

. do . 

July  1, 1978 

No.  167— Pt.  I- 
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Ix>cation 


AnW  Engineering  Industries . 

Davidson  Marble  A  Dranite  Works 
Ferguson  Concrete  Co . 


Immediately..  Sept.  27.1974 

APC-S-l - do _ do _  Do! 

APC-8-1 . do . do .  Do! 

. ^0 . . I>«e.  1,1074 

. !!“ . .  Bept.  27,1074 

APC-S-l  . do . do...:..::;  d©! 

APC-S-1  _ do _ _ _ do.........  Do. 

APC-S-l  . do . do .  Sept.  ^1073 


independent  LJnen  Co. 


Duck  Bill. 


I>‘i<'on,  Inc. 


Winona.... 
Klimiohael. 
Duck  Hill. 
Winona.... 


McRee  Egg  Farm . 

Williams  Wood  Products,  Inc. 

Winona  Handle  Co . . 

Herring  Bros.  Gin . 


Kilmichael. 


NESHOBA  COUNTY 


APC-S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 


Weyerhaeuser  Co.  (Tee  Pee  Burner).. 

C  &  C  Co.,  A  Joint  Venture . . 

Riverside  Chemical  Co.  (Animal 
Feed  Manufacturing). 

Riverside  Chemical  Co.  (Bulk  Ferti¬ 
lizer  Blending). 

Riverside  of  Piiiladelphia  Oin . 

Cooper  Williams  (Jin  Co . . 


NEWTON  COUNTY 


LA-Z-BOY  South.  Inc.. 

Prath  Lumber  Co . 

S.  E.  Welsh  Lumber  Co. 


Newton. 

Cnion... 


APC-S-l  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Sept.  28, 1074 
APC-8-1  _ do., _ ..do..... _ _  Do. 


James  Willis  .Sawmill _ 

Monroe  Allen  Contractor. 
Koppers  Co . 


Newton. 


Hickory. 


NOXUBEE  COUNTY 


Sam  F'inley,  Inc . 

Woody  Jones  Creosote  Plant 
MFC  Services  Pearl  Plant.. 
R.  E.  Prince  Lumber  Co... 
T.  L.  James  &  Co . 


Shnqualak. 


APC-8-1 
APC-B-1 
APC-8-1 
APC-B-1 
APC-8-1 

_ _ APC-8-1 

Bigbee  Valley...  APC-S-l 
Shuqualak . APC-S-l 


June  4, 1973  Immediately..  Sept.  28, 1974 
. do . . do _  Do. 


Macon. 


Shuqualak. 


Macon. 


Black  Belt  Oin. 


Valley  Farm  Oin 


E.  F.  Nunn  *  Co. 


OKTIBBEHA  COUNTY 


Montgomery  Bros . . . 

Perkins  Fe^  Mill _ 

R  A  S  Sawmill _  _ _ 

Riverside  Chemical  Co.  (Anlmid  Starkvifle! 

Feed  Manufacturing  Plant). 

Riverside  Chemical  Co.  (Bulk  Fertil¬ 
izer  Manufacturing). 

Riverade  Chemical  Co.  (Orain 
Elevator). 

Riverside  Feed  Mills,  Inc. 


Longview. 


APC-8-1 

APC-8-1 

APC-iVl 

APC-S-l 


June  4,1973  Immediately..  Sept.  29, 1074 


_ do _ 

Malien _ 

_ do... 

Stark  ville 

. do... 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 


APC-S-l 

APC-S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-.S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 

APC-.S-1 

APC-8-1 


Shuflleld  (Jin. 


PaU^h  Concrete  Servic*,  Inc _ 

Atlas  Ready-Mix  (’oncrcte,  Inc 

Beattie  Feed  Mill . 

Briarwood  Lamps,  Inc . 

t 'arlmnindum  Co . 

Wayniond  Fondren  Sawmill _ 

J.  O.  Hendricks  Sawmill . 

t\0.  McBride  Sawmill . 

The  .Monte  (Jlove  Co. _ 

Herschede  Hall  <'lo<'k  Co . 


Maben 


_ do . 

_ do _ 

Starkville. 


EANOLA  COUNTY 


Breedlove  Manura<'turing  Co. 

t'renshaw  Oil  Co.,  Inc . 

Ky.-Tenn.  Clay  Co . 

New  Deal  Gin . 

Modern  Gin  Co.  of  Como _ 

Dunlap  A  Kyle  (’o.,  Inc _ 

Self’s  Bobo  Gin,  Inc . 


Bates  ville 
Crenshaw 

. do _ 

Como.... 
_ do _ 


APC-S-l 

APC-S-l 

APC-S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 

APC-S-l 

APC-S-l 


June  4,1973  Immediately..  Bept.  30,1074 

- do . do . .  Do. 

_ do . do .  Do. 

- do . do . Doc.  1,1074 

- do . ....do .  Do. 

— do . do . July  1,1074 

Feb.  27,1978  . do . July  ll,107t 


Batesvilie. 


Marks. 


PEAKI.  KrVER  COUNTY 


Chloride  C.P.  Co . . . 

Crosby  Wood  Preserving  Co. 


Picayune. 


APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 

APC-S-l 

APC-S-l 

APC-S-l 


June  4, 1073  Immediately..  Bept.  00, 1074 

. do . . do . ...•  Do. 

_ do . . do . ...i  Do. 


Ingram  Ind.,  Inc. 


Inte.rpine  Luml>er  Co . . . 

Lo»s»‘lt’8  Welding  A  Machine  Works 
Ine. 

McNeill  Hardwood  Co . . 

Ncco  Electrical  Products  Corp . . 

Pearl  River  County  Hospital . 

Picayune  Concrete  Co . 

Poplarville  Manufacturing  Co.,-...,.: 

Standard  Container  Co . . 

Stewart  Dura-Vann,  Inc . 

BMECO  Steward  Machine  A  En¬ 
gineer  Inc. 

L.  J.  Thigpen  Feed  Co.,  Inc . 

Weeley  Fertilizer  Plant,  Inc . 


McNeiU.... 

Picayune... 

Poplarville. 

Picayune... 

Poplarville 

Picayune... 


APC-S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 

APC-8-1 

APC-S-l 


Poplarville. 
. do . 
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Farmers  Warehouse  of  Picayune,  Inc.  Picayune . APC-S-1 

T.  L.  James  &  Co.,  Inc . Crossroads . APC-S-1 


. do . . do . Oct.  24,1974 

. do . . do . Aug.  16,1974 


PEEET  COUNTY 


Hilton  Jones  Sawmill . 

Joslyn  Mfg.  &  Supply  Co. 


Ilicliton. 
. do.... 


APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Sept.  30, 1974 
APC-S-1  . do . do .  Do. 


PIKE  COUNTY 


Beacliam  Memorial  Hospital.. . 

Kent's  Store... . 

Lamb  Lumber  Co . 

Lea’s  Milling  Co . . . . 

Ole  Hickory  Sausage  Plant . . 

Maco  Coffee  &  Candy  Co . 

D.  O.  Scago  &  Son  Lumber  Co . 

W.  G.  Sellers  Lumber  Co . 

Sun  Oil  Co . 

Southwesl  NIississippi  Junior  College, 
Fern  wood  Industries . 


Magnolia. 

McComl). 

Summit.. 

Osyka.... 

McCorab. 

. do _ 

Summitt. 
McCoinb. 
. do _ 


APC-8-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 


June  4,  1973 
.do. 

.do. 


Immediately  Sept.  30, 1974 


.do. 

.do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


. do . do . 

. do . do .  Oct.  1,1974 

_ do . ..do . .  Do. 

. do . do .  Oct.  30,1974 

_ _ do . do .  Oct.  1,1974 

. do . do .  Do. 


Brookwood  Furniture. 


Minn-Conn  Ecru  Gin. 
Ram  Golf  Corp . . 


Inc. 

Riverside  Chemical  Co. 

Fertilizer  Blending). 
Riverside  Chemical  Co. 
Elevator). 

Riverside  Chemical  Co.  (Dr 
izer  Blending). 


Fernwood _ 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Sept.  30, 1974 

Pontotoc  County 

.  Pontotoc _ 

...  APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973  Immediately 

.  Oct.  1,1974 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

.  Oct.  3,1974 

. do . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Dec.  1,1974 

....  APC-S-1 

Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

.  Oct.  3,1974 

. do . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

Do. 

....  APC-S-1 

Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

Do. 

. do . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Oct.  1,1974 

PBENTiaS  COUNTY 


Booneville  Grain  Co _ _ _  Booneville _ APC-S-1 

Jordan  Ind.,  Inc _ do _ APC-S-1 

Jumpertown  Gin _ do _ APC-S-1 

S&f  Ready-Mix . do . APC-S-1 

South  Central  Plastics,  Inc.. . do . APC-S-1 

Walden  Sawmill . . do . APC-S-1 

Cole  Sawmill . . . . . do — . APC-S-1 


June  4, 1973  Immediately..  Oct.  13, 1974 

. do . do .  Do. 

_ do.. . . do _  Do. 

. do . do .  Do. 

_ do . do .  Do. 

_ do . ...do .  Do. 

. do . do . Oct.  4,1974 


QUITMAN  COUNTY 


Sabino  Gin  Co . 

Peoples  Gin  Co.,  Inc. 


North  Gin  Co . . 

Planter’s  Gin  Co.  at  Cre 
DelMar  Plantation  Gin. 


Lambert _ 

....  APC-S-1 

June  4,  1973.. 

.  Immediately.. 

Dec.  1, 1974 

....  APC-S-1 

Do. 

_ APC-S-1 

Do. 

Clarksdalo.. 

_ APC-8-1 

_ do . 

-—...do . 

Do. 

....  APC-S-1 

--.-.do . 

Do. 

_ APC-S-1 

Do. 

_ APC-S-1 

Do. 

_ APC-S-1 

July  17,1975 

_ APC-8-1 

Do. 

....  APC-S-1 

_ _ do...^. 

_ do . 

Do. 

. do . 

....  APC-S-1 

_ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

EANKIN  COUNTY 


Aztec  Industries,  Inc . 

Beard  Ready  Mix.  Inc . . . 

Contract  Manufacturing,  Inc _ 

Davis  Feed  Mill _ 

Gla.s8  Container  Corp . . . 

Jackson  Oil  Prod . 

Kent’s  Department  Store . 

Mississippi  Steel  Division,  Magna 
Corp. 

Mosaic  Tile  Co . . . .'. 

Pelahatchie  Poultry  Co . 

Polk  Concrete  Products,  Inc. . 

Star  Market,  Pearson  Rd . 

International  Paiier  Co . 

Missis-sippi  Materials  Co . 


Plain . 

..  APC-S-l 

June  4,1973  . 

..Immediately. 

Oct.  13, 

Pelahatchie.. 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . . 

. do . 

Do. 

Florence . 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Pelaliatcbie.. 

..  APC-S-1 

. do-- . 

_ do . 

Do. 

..  APC-3-1 

Do. 

Jackson . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do _ 

Do. 

..  APC-S-1 

Do. 

. do . 

..  APC-S-1 

_ do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Flowood . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Pelahatchie.. 

..  APC-S-1 

. do.- . 

_ do-- _ 

Do. 

..  APC-S-1 

Do. 

..  APC-8-1 

Da 

..  APC-S-1 

_ do . . 

Dea  1, 

Jackson . 

..  APC-S-1 

_ do-- . 

. do . 

Mar.  1. 

SCOTT  COUNTY 


Forest . APC-S-1 

Morton . APC-S-1 

Forest . APC-S-1 

Lake . APC-S-1 

Forest _ _ APC-8-1 


Austin  Road  Co _ _ 

Canton  Milling,  Inc _ 

Forest  Packing  Company,  Inc... 

Hankins  A  Eubanks  Lumber  Co 

King  Luml)er  Co . . 

Little  Princess  Foods _ _ _ do _ _ APC-8-1 

B.  C.  Rwers  &  Sons  (Chicken  Proc-  Morton . APC-S-1 

essing  Plant). 

B.  C.  Rogers  &  Sons  (Feed  Mill) . do . .  APC-S-1 

Southeastern  Poultry . . . Forest . . APC-8-1 

M.  L.  Stewart  Lumber  Co... . Morton . APC-8-1 

Sunbeam  Corp _  Forast _ APC-S-1 

Talon  Division  of  Textron _ Morton _ APC-S-1 

Warren  Bros _  Forest _ APC-8-1 

J.  B.  Wolf  Sawmill .  Lake . APC-S-1 

Moore  Farming  Co.,  Inc . Morton . APC-S-1 


June  4, 1973  Immediately. 

_ _ do . do _ 

_ do. . . do . 

_ do . do _ 

_ do . do _ 

_ do. . . ...do . 

_ do . ..do . . 


.do _ 

.do _ 

.do _ 

.do. 

.do _ 

.do. _ 

.do _ 

.do . 


_ t...do.. 

. ..do.. 

. . do.. 

_ do.. 

_ do.. 

_ do.. 

. ..do.. 

. do.. 


Oct.  13,1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Oct.  10,1974 
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date 


8HARKET  COUNTY 


Hands  Gin .  Cary .  Al’C-S-l 

LCR  Manufaituring . Anguilla . Al’C-S-l 


June  4, 1973  Immediately.. 
_ do.... _ _ _ do _ 


Dec.  1, 1974 
Oct.  13,1974 


SIMPSON  COUNTY 


A.  C.  Quality  Farms,  Inc .  Mendeiiliall _ APC-8-1  June  4,1973  Immediately 

Grubbs  Poultry  Market . Magee .  APC-8-1  do  .  .  do 

Reynolds  Lumber  Co . do . APC-S-1  do . ’do” . 

Roach  Caliinet  A  Millwork . . do . APC-S-1  do . do . 

Sullivan  Curing*  Processing  Plant...  Mendenhall . APC-S  1  ..  do . do . 

Super  Duper  Gin .  Magee... .  APC-8-1  . do  .  .  do . 

MFC  Services . do . APC-8-1  ..  ..do  do  ’ 


Oct.  13,1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Dec.  1, 1974 
Aug.  20,1974 


SMITH  COUNTY 


.  Raleigh . 

..  APC-S-1 

June  4,1973 

Immediately. 

.  Oct.  13,1974 

.  Taylorsville... 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

.  Mire.. . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

.  Taylorsville... 

..  APC-8-1 

_  0<'t.  1  1<)74 

.  Raleigh . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Oct.  20,1974 

.  Taylorsville... 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Dec.  1,1974 

STONK  COUNTY 


Wiggins _ 

..  APC-S-1 

June  4,1973 

Immediately. 

Oct.  13,1974 

Perkinston... 

.  APC  8  1 

. do . 

Do 

Wiggins . 

..  APC-S-1 

1>A 

. do . 

.  APC-8-1 

. do . 

..  APC-8-1 

MclUnry.... 

..  APC-8-1 

_ -do . 

. do . 

Oct.  13,1974 

SUNFLOWER  COUNTY 


W.  L.  Lowe. 


.  Rome .  . 

..  APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

Dec.  1, 1974 

.  Indianola . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

- do . 

Oct.  4, 1974 

.  Drew . 

..  APC  S  I 

. do . 

_ do . 

Dec.  1, 1974 

.  Rome.- . 

..  APC  8  1 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

Indianola . 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . . 

_ do . 

Do. 

.  Drew . 

..  APC-8  1 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  4, 1974 

.  SunflowiT . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Dec.  1, 1974 

.  Indianola . 

..  APC-8  1 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  4, 1974 

.  Drew . . 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Dec.  1, 1974 

.  Sunflower _ 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

July  31,1976 

.  Ruleville _ 

..  APC-S  1 

. do . 

. do . . 

Oct.  4, 1974 

.  Parehman... 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Dec.  1, 1974 

.  Ruleville _ 

..  APC-8-1 

_ do . 

. do . 

Oct.  4, 1974 

. do . 

..  APC-S-l 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

.  Indianola _ 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

.  Baird. . 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Dec.  1, 1974 

.  Drew . 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

.  Indianola _ 

..  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

July  31,1976 

TALLAHATCHIE  COUNTY 

..  Summer . 

...  APC-8 1 

June  4,1973 

Immediately.. 

Dec.  1,1974 

..  Cliarloston... 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  4, 1974 

. do . 

...  APC-8  1 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  8, 1974 

..  Glendora . 

...  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

..  Charleston... 

...  APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

. do . do .  Dec.  1,1974 


TATE  COUNTY 


BAM  Cleaners  and  Shirt  Laundry...  Sonatobia . APC-8-1 

A.  B.  Cullen  A  Sons _ Coldwater . APC-S-1 

The  Dehner  (’o . do . APC-8  -1 

Pollan  Dry  Cleaners . Senatobia . APC-S-1 

Benatobia  Fixture  Co . do . APC-8-1 

Bterling  Gin  Co . do . APC-8-1 

Thyratira  Gin  Co.,  Inc . . . do . APC-8-1 

Chromcraft  Corp . do . APC-8-1 

W.  L.  Wallace  A  Sons  Gin  Co . Coldwater . APC-B-1 

Farmers  Gin  Co.,  Inc . do . APC-8-1 

Benatobia  Gin  A  Ice  Co .  Senatobia . APC-8  1 


June  4,1973  Immediately.. 

. do . do . 

. do . do . 

. do . do . 

. do . do. . 

. do..." . do . 

. do . do . 

...l.do . do . 

. do . do . 

. do . do . 

. do . do . 


Oct.  8, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Dec.  1, 1974 
Do. 

Aug.  1,1974 
Dec.  1, 1974 
July  *1,1976 
Dec.  2, 1974 


TIPPAH  COUNTY 


BASF  Wyandotte  Corp . . . Blue  Mountain..  APC-8-1 

J.  E.  Butler  Sawmill .  Falkner .  APC-8-1 

Genesco .  Ripley . APC-S-1 

L.  J.  Grisham  Sawmill . do  APC-8-1 

Hot  Mix,  Inc . Tlplersvllle.r.”  APC-8-1 

Johnson  Lumber  Co . Walnut . APC-8-1 

Nails  Sawmill,  Inc . do .  APC-8-1 

North  Ripley  Lumber  Co .  Ripley . I””  APC-S-l 

Oil-Dri  Production  Co . . do .  APC-8-1 

Ripley  Saw  Co . do . APC-8-1 

Walnut  Wood  Products  Co.,  Inc . Walnut .  APC-8-1 

Jeff  Young  SawmlU .  Ripley . APC-B-1 

Dickejson  A  Peeler  Savnnlll . do  ..  APC-8-1 

Falkner  Gin  Co .  Falkner . '  APC-S-1 


June  4, 1973  Immediately. 

. do . do . 

. do . do . 

. do . do . 

. do . do . 

. do . do. . 

. do . do . 


.....do..... 

.......do . . 

.....do..... 

_ ...do.... . 

.....do..... 

.......do . . 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  6, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Oct.  30,1974 
Oct.  6,1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Aug.  20,1974 
Dec.  1, 1974 
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Walnut  Oln  Co  ........  .  . 

...  APC-S-1 

Do. 

Oct.  1, 1974 

...  APC-S-1 

Fred  Bass  Sawmill . 

...  APC-S-1 

.  Oct.  5;i974 

TISHOMINGO  COUNTY 

Burnsville  Gin  Co . 

_ Burnsville _ 

...  APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

.  Doc.  1,1974 

...  APC-S-l 

.  Oct.  5,1974 

Tishomingo  County  Hospital . 

. do . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Genesco . 

. do . 

...  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. . do . . 

.  Oct.  9, 1974 

TUNICA  COUNTY 


Abboy  &  Leatherman,  Inc . 

Owen  Bros.  Gin . 

Robinson  ville.. 
Tunica . 

.  APC-S-l 
.  APC-S-1 
.  APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 
. do . 

Immediately  - 
. do . 

.  Dec.  1,1974 
Do. 

.  Oct.  6,1974 

.  APC-S-1 

Do. 

.  Dec.  1,1974 

.  APC-S-1 

.  APC-S-1 

Do. 

Do. 

.  APC-8-1 

.  APC-S-1 

.  Aug.  20,1974 

.  APC-S-1 

.  July  31,1975 

UNION  COUNTY 

Denton  Sleeping  Garment  MilLs . 

New  Albany.. 

.  APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately. 

.  Oct.  6. 1974 

Ertol  Mfg.  Corp. . 

. do . 

.  APC-S-1 

. do.. . 

. do . 

Do. 

Laher  Spring  &  Electric  Car  Corp _ 

. do . 

.  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Long  Bros.  Gin . . . 

Blue  Spring... 

.  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Dec.  1,1974 

Master-Blit  Product  Division . 

New  Albany.. 

.  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

.  Oct.  6,1974 

.  APC-S-1 

Do. 

Union  Lumber  Co.’  (Lumber).. . 

. do . 

.  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Union  Lumber  Co.  (Ready  Mix 

. do . 

.  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Do. 

Concrete). 

Roger’s  Gin  &  Supply  Co . 

. do . 

.  APC-S-1 

_ do . 

. do . 

.  Dec.  1,1974 

MFC  Services . 

. do . 

.  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

,.  Aug.  20,1974 

WALTHALL  COUNTY 

Cantwell’s  Feed  Mill . 

.  Tylertown . 

..  APC-S-1 

June  4,1973 

Immediately. 

..  Oct.  6,1974 

Walthall  Gin  Co . 

. . do . 

..  APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

..  Dec.  1,1974 

WARREN  COUNTY 


Vicksburg  Terminal  Elevators . Vicksburg . APC-S-1 

Vicksburg  Tow  Co . do . APC-S-1 

Westinghouse  Electric  Co . do . APC-8-1 

Wood  Bros.  Manufacturing  Co . do . APC-S-1 

Donnel  Builders,  Inc . do . APC-S-1 

Brunswick  Gin . do . APC-S-1 

Big  River  Shipbuilding,  Inc. . do . APC-S-1 

Port  Gibson  Concrete  Co . do . APC-S-1 

Vicksburg  Concrete  Co.,  Inc . do . APC-S-1 

Valley  Mills  Co . do . APC-S-1 

Sangamo  Elec.  Co . do . APC-S-1 

Valley  Cement  Ind.,  Inc . do . APC-S-1 

Magnolia  Homes  Manufact  uring  Corp . do . APC-8-1 


. APC-S-l 

. APC-S-1 

APG-S-l 

FUntkote  Co . 

. do . 

.....  APC-S-1 

_ do-. 

. do . 

. do. 

. do . 

Anderson-Tully  Co.  Mill  D . . Waltersville _ APC-S-1 

Anderson-Tully  Co.  Mill  J . do . APC-S-l 

Anderson-Tully  Co.  Waltersville  Mill . do . APC-S-1 


Vicksburg  Chemical  Vent  No.  1 . do . 


Emission  Point. 

W.  J.  Runyan  &  Son  Construction  Co.  Highway  27, 

Vicksburg. 

W.  J.  Runyan  &  Son  Construction  Co.  Highway  61  N, 

Vicksburg. 

Mercy  Hospital  Street  Memorial . Vicksburg . APC-S-1 

International  Paper  Co. : 

a.  Paper  Mill  Continuous  Di- . do . APC-S-1 

gestor. 

b.  Evaporator . do . APC-S-1 

c.  Lime  Kiln . do . APC-S-1 

Atlas  Tank  Manufacturing  Co.... . do . APC-^1 


June  4, 1973  Immediately..  Oct.  13, 1974 

. do . do .  Do. 

. do . do .  Do 

. do . do .  Do. 

. do . do . Oct.  20,1974 

. do . ...do . Dec.  1,1974 

. do . do . Oct.  20,1974 

.do .  Do. 

Do; 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Oct.  9, 1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Apr.  1, 1974 
Apr.  1, 1976 
June  30, 1976 
Dec.  1, 1974 

Oct.  31,1974 

Do. 

July  1, 1974 
May  31,1976 


.do... 

.do... 

.do... 

.do.. 

.do... 

.do.. 


.do... 

.do... 

.do... 

.do.. 

.do.. 

.do.. 


APC-S-l 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

. do... 

. do . 

.do. 


. do . do . 


do.. 

. do... 

.  Do. 

.  Do. 

do— 

. do... 

. Dec.  31,1974 

Mississippi  Marine  Corp .  Greenville . 

Greenville  Mill  Division  Mohasco . do . 

Ind. 

Tri-State  Concrete  Products,  Inc . do . 

Walker  Farms  Dairy  Products,  Inc...  Stoneville . 

V-D  Lumber  Co .  Hollandale . 

U.S.  Gypsum .  Greenville . 

Staple  Cotton  Services  Assoc . do . 

Rode  Ready  Mix  Concrete  Co . do _ _ 

Hollandale  Elevator  Co . Hollandale . 

Warren  Bros.  Co .  Greenville . 

Mid  States  Steel  &  Wire . do . 

Arkansas  Valley,  Ind.,  Inc . do . 

Belton  Bagging  Co . . . do _ _ 

Brown’s  Sheet  Metal  &  Roofing,  Inc . do . 

Clark  Farm  &  Gin  Co .  Areola . 

Delta  Metal  Forming .  Greenville . 


WASHINGTON  COUNTY 


APC-S-1 

APC-S-1 

June  4,1973 

Immediately.. 

Oct.  13,1974 
Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Oct.  20,1974 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Do 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Oct.  9. 1974 
Oct.  13,1974 

APC-S-1 

. d . 

APC-S-1 

Do.' 

APC-8-1 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Dec.  1, 1974 

APC-8-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  13,1974 
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...  APC-S-1  . 

Do. 

...  APC-S-1  - 

Do. 

Inc. 

...  APC-S-1  . 

Do. 

_ APC-S-1  . 

Do. 

...  APC-6-1  . 

...  July  31, 1975 

...  APC-S-1  . 

Dec.  L1974 

...  APC-S-1  . 

...  Aug.  21, 1974 

...  APC-S-1  . 

...  Dec.  L1974 

...  APC-S-1 

_  Do.' 

...  APC-S-1 

_  Do. 

Valley  Chemical  Co _ 

. do . . 

...  APC-S-1 

_ do . 

. do . 

....  Aug.  21, 1974 

„.  APC-S-1 

_ Oct.  19,1974 

Burdette  Gin  Co - 

. . do . - 

...  APC-S-1 

Feb.  27, 1978  . do . 

....  July  3i;  1976 

...  APC-S-1 

_  Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

_  Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

_  Do. 

...  APC-S-1 

Do. 

PziKaI  run  Ha  _  __ 

...  APC-S-1 

Do. 

a  AVNE  COUNTY 


DayCo.,Tne . Waynesboro . APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  July  1,1978 

Wayne  Manufacturing  Co . ...do . .APC-S-1  . do . do _ Oct.  1,1974 

Longleaf  Forest  Products _ ... _ do _ APC— S-1  - do _ do ...  Oct.  20,1974 


WEBSTER  COUNTY 


Mersman  Bros.  Corp . Eupora . APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Oct.  1,1974 

Doolittle  Oin  C-o . do . APC-S-1  . do . do _ Dec.  1, 1974 


aaiCINSON  COUNTY 


Laurel  Hill  Lumber  Co . Woodville . APC-S-1  June  4, 1973  Immediately..  Oct.  20, 1974 


alNSTON  COUNTY 


Louisville  Sawmill  (Koppers  Co.) . Louisville . APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Oct.  1,1974 

Spartus  Corp _ do _ _  APC-6-1  _ do _ do _  Do. 

Winston  County  Community  Hospital . do . . APC-S-1  . do . . . do . .  Do. 

(leorgla  Pacific _ do _ APC-B-l  _ do _ do _ Aug.  20, 1974 

Wand-Boydstun.. _ _ _ _ do - APC-8-1  _ do _ do _ Oct.  20,1974 


YALOBUSHA  COUNTY 


Riles  Lumber  Co . . Water  Valley _ APC-S-1  June  4,1973  Immediately..  Oct.  1,1974 

The  New  tiin . Cofleeville . APC-S-1  . do . . . do _ Dec.  1, 1974 


ARKANSAS 

August  14,  1974.  9  ajn.  Sheraton — ^Little  Rock 
Hotel,  601  E.  7th  Street,  Little  Rock,  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Hearing  Officer:  James  L.  Collins. 

LOUISIANA 

August  15,  1974.  9  a.m.  tJH.  Court  of  Appeals 
Building,  Room  105,  600  Camp  Street,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana.  Heetrlng  Officer:  James 
L.  Collins. 

NEW  MEXICO 

August  19,  1974.  9  a.m.  PJ:R.A.  BuUding, 
Auditorium,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico.  Hear¬ 
ing  Officer:  James  L.  Collins. 

TEXAS 

August  16,  1974.  9  ajn.  UB.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  VI,  Conference 
Room  A,  11th  Floor,  1600  Patterson  Street, 
Dallas,  Texas.  Hearing  Officer:  James  L. 
Collins. 

August  20,  1974.  9  a.m.  Plaza  Hotel,  2nd  Floor 
Ballroom.  Oregon  and  Mills  Streets,  El 
Paso,  Texas.  Hearing  Officer:  James  L.  Col¬ 
lins. 

August  21,  1974.  9  a.m.  La  Quinta  Motor  Inn, 
1001  E.  Commerce,  San  Antonio,  Texas. 
Healing  Officer:  James  L.  Collins. 

August  22,  1974.  9  am.  Shamrock -Hilton 
Hotel,  Castlllian  Room,  Main  and  Holcombe 
Streets,  Houston,  Texas.  Hearing  Officer: 
James  L.  Collins. 

Rationale  and  backpound  material 
supporting  the  designations  are  available 
in  the  Air  Program  Branch  of  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  VI,  1600  Patterson  Street,  Dallas, 
Texas,  and,  for  each  State  at  the  respec¬ 
tive  office  of  the  air  pollution  control 
agency,  as  follows: 

ARKANSAS 


Cathey-Williams-Jones  Co.. . Bentonia..., 

Gooch  Bros.  Lumber . . . Yaioo  City, 

Vaughn  Oin  Co . . . Vaughn - 

Yaioo  Paving  Co . Yaioo  City , 

Yazoo  Ready  Mix . do . . 

Planters  Gin  of  Bentonia . . Bentonia... 

McOraw-Curren  Lumber  Co .  Yazoo  City 


YAZOO  COUNTY 


APC-S-1 

June  4, 1973 

Immediately.. 

Oct.  13,1974 

APC-S-1 

. do.... _ 

Do. 

APC-S-1 

Dec.  1. 1974 

APC-S-1 

. do . . 

. do . . 

Oct.  13,1974 

APC-S-1 

Do. 

APC-B-l 

Dec.  1, 1974 

APC-S-1 

. do . 

. do . 

Oct.  20;i974 

IFR  Doc.74-17718  Filed  8-12-74;8;45  am] 


Arkansas  Department  of  Pollution  Control 
and  Ecology,  Division  of  Air  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol,  8001  National  Drive,  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas  72209. 


LOUISIANA 

Louisiana  Health  and  Social  and  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Services  Administration,  Air  Control 
Division,  State  Office  Building,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  Louisiana  70160. 


[40  CFR  Part  52] 

[FRL  248-7] 

MAINTENANCE  OF  NATIONAL  AMBIENT 
AIR  QUALITY  STANDARDS 

Notice  of  Public  Hearings  on  Proposed  Air 
Quality  Maintenance  Areas:  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Texas 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  July  10, 
1974  (39  FR  25330).  the  Administrator 
proposed  the  designation  of  air  quality 
maintenance  areas  (AQMAs)  nationally 
and  for  all  the  States  of  Region  VI.  An 
air  quality  maintenance  area  Is  defined 
as  an  area  which  has  the  potential  for 
exceeding  any  national  ambient  air  qual¬ 
ity  standard  within  the  ten-year  period 
of  1975-1985.  For  each  State  in  Region 
VI,  the  list  of  proposed  AQMAs  includes 
geographical  composition  and  specific 
pollutants  for  each  area. 

In  accord  with  federal  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  EPA  on  June  18,  1973  (40 
CFR  51.12  (e)  and  (f) ) ,  the  States  were 
required  to  identify  such  potential  prob¬ 
lem  areas  as  based  on  current  air  quality 


and  projected  growth  rate.  EPA  pub¬ 
lished  guidelines  for  designation  to  be 
used  by  States,  and  by  local  agencies 
wishing  to  contribute  to  the  process,  in 
January  1974. 

In  Region  VI,  the  States  of  Arkansas 
and  Louisiana  did  not  designate  any 
AQMAs,  and  it  was  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  10,  1974,  that  a 
public  hearing  would  be  held  in  each  of 
these  States  on  the  proposal  of  EPA.  The 
States  of  New  Mexico  and  Texas  held 
public  hearings  but  did  not  designate  all 
areas  which  have  the  potential  for  viola¬ 
tion  of  an  air  quality  standard,  and  did 
not  identify  all  pollutants  applicable  to 
such  areas.  Therefore,  EPA  is  making 
this  anouncement  of  public  hearings  to 
be  held  in  all  the  States  of  Region  VI. 
The  proposed  designation  of  AQMAs  In 
Region  VI  is  based  on  material  submitted 
by  the  States  and  analyses  where  re¬ 
quired  as  conducted  In  the  Regional 
Office. 

The  following  public  hearings  are 
scheduled: 


NEW  MEXICO 

New  Mexico  Environmental  Improvement 
Agency,  Air  Quality  Division,  P.E.R.A. 
Building,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 

TEXAS 

Texas  Air  Control  Board,  8520  Shoal  Creek 
Blvd.,  Austin,  Texas  78758. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
designations  may  be  submitted  to  the 
Air  Program  Branch,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  VI,  1600  Pat¬ 
terson  Street,  Dallas,  Texas  75201.  All 
comments  received  on  or  before  August 
23,  1973,  will  be  considered.  After  the 
comment  period,  all  comments  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Region  VI  office  indicated  above  and  at 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Center,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Dated:  August  6,  1974. 

Roger  Strelow, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
lor  Air  and  Waste  Management. 

[FR  Doc.74-18418  FUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 
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POSTAL  SERVICE 

[93  CFR  Part  111] 

THIRD  CLASS 

Marking  Pieces  Mailed  at  the  Single  Piece 
Rate 

Under  the  provisions  of  39  CFR  111.3 
the  Postal  Service  proposes  to  amend 
134.82  (39  CFR  134.8(b))  of  the  Postal 
Service  Manual  to  require  that  each 
sealed  piece  mailed  at  the  single  piece 
third-class  postage  rate  must  contain 
the  words  Third  Class  oa  the  address 
side.  At  the  present  time  the  r^mlation 
does  not  specifically  require  that  the 
words  Third  Class  be  on  the  address  side. 
Accordingly,  some  mailers  have  placed 
these  words  on  the  back  of  the  envelopes, 
which  has  on  occasion  resulted  in  this 
third-class  mail  receiving  first-class 
handling. 

Interested  persons  who  wish  to  do  so 
may  submit  written  data,  views  mr  argu¬ 
ments  ccmcemlng  this  proposed  change 
in  Postal  Service  regulations  to  the  Man¬ 
ager,  Mall  Classification  Uivisicm,  Rates 
and  Classification  Department,  n.S. 
Postal  Service.  Washington,  D.C.,  20260, 
at  any  time  before  September  11,  1974. 
After  consideration  of  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived,  it  is  expected  the  Postal  Service 
will  promulgate  the  final  regulation  de¬ 
cided  upon,  to  be  effective  September  18, 
1974.  Accordingly,  complying  voluntarily 
with  the  advance  notice  requirements  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553  (b) ,  (c) )  regarding  proposed 
rulemaking,  the  Postal  Service  proposes 
the  f (lowing  amendment  of  the  Manual: 

In  134.82  of  tlie  Postal  Service  Manual 
revise  the  first  sentence  to  read  as 
follows: 

134.8  Sealing. 

.81  •  •  • 

.82  Marking.  Each  sealed  piece  mailed  at 
the  stngle  piece  third-class  postage  rate  pro¬ 
vided  for  hy  134.11  mtist  he  legibly  marked  on 
the  address  side,  preferably  below  the  post¬ 
age  and  above  12ie  name  of  the  addressee, 
with  the  two  words  Third  Class.  •  •  • 

An  appropriate  amendment  to  39 
CFR  111.3  to  refiect  this  change  will  be 
published  on  adoption  of  the  proposal. 
(39  U.S.C.  401) 

Roger  P.  Craig, 
Deputy  General  Counsel. 
[FB  Doc.74-18606  PUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[17  CFR  Part  240] 

CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Chicago 
Board  Options  Exchange,  Inc.  ((7BOE) 
has  filed  proposed  amendments  to  its  Op¬ 
tion  Plan  pursuant  to  Rule  9b-l  under 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (17 
CFR  240.9b-l) .  CBOE  proposes  to  amend 
Its  Rules  6.20,  6.71,  7.2  and  8.2,  and  pro¬ 
poses  a  new  policy  imder  Rule  7.2. 


The  amendment  to  Rule  6.20  would 
authorize  any  two  members  of  the  Floor 
Procedure  Committee  to  impose  fines  up 
to  $1000  tox  conduct  on  the  floor  of  the 
Exchange  which  impairs  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  fair  and  (urderly  mai^et  or 
impairs  public  confid^ce  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Exchange.  Since  floor  officials 
are  located  on  the  fioor  of  the  Exchange, 
they  are  often  in  the  best  position  to  be 
aware  of  and  to  evaluate  misconduct  on 
the  fioor;  accordingly  CBOE  believes  that 
such  officials  should  have  the  authority 
to  impose  fines  in  those  cases  where  such 
action  Is  warranted. 

The  pn^xised  amendments  to  Rules 
6.71,  7.2  and  8.2  are  all  Intended  to 
strengthen  the  role  of  the  Flom:  Pro¬ 
cedure  committee  in  the  process  of  re¬ 
viewing  applications  to  act  in  (me  of  the 
Exclmnge’s  fi<x>r  functl<m8  (Flocu:  Bro¬ 
kers,  Board  Brokers  and  Marifet-Mak- 
ers) .  Since  the  members  of  this  Commit¬ 
tee  are  so  Intimately  involved  in  the  op¬ 
erations  of  the  Exchange  fioor,  it  is  felt 
that  they  should  have  a  more  direct  role 
in  the  review  of  applications  of  persons 
desiring  to  perform  one  or  more  fioor 
functl(ms. 

In  addition,  the  proposed  new  policy 
\mder  Rule  7.2  provides  that.  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  eqipllcatlon  of  a  member 
organization  for  registration  as  a  Board 
Broker,  the  officers,  directors,  sharehold¬ 
ers  and  pmtners  of  the  organization  are 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Fl(x>r  Pro¬ 
cedure  Committee.  Further,  In  order  to 
prevent  any  confilct  of  interest  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Board  Broker’s  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  book  of  limit  orders  In  his 
assigned  class  of  options,  persons  who  are 
affiliated  with  a  Board  Broker  organiza¬ 
tion  may  not  be  £ifflllated  with  any  other 
organization  In  the  securities  business 
imless  specifically  approved  by  the  Floor 
Procedure  Committee.  The  adoption  of 
this  new  policy  is  proposed  at  this  time 
because  the  Exchange  is  now  receiving 
for  the  first  time  Board  Broker  applica¬ 
tions  from  member  organizations,  and 
the  Exchange  believes  that  this  policy 
should  be  In  effect  before  any  of  such 
applications  are  approved. 

AU  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
proposed  amendments  to  CBOE’s  plan 
either  before  or  after  it  has  become  ef¬ 
fective.  Written  statements  of  views  and 
comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  Reference  should  be 
made  to  file  number  10-54.  The  prcgiosed 
amendments  including  the  reasons  for 
such  amendments  are,  and  all  such  com¬ 
ments  will  be,  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Public  Reference  Room  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchsuige  Commission  at 
1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

August  5,  1974. 

[FB  Doc.74-18628  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Bureau  of  Security  and  Consular  Affairs 
[22  CFR  Part  41] 

[Do<$k0t  No.  SD-108] 

NONIMMIGRANT  PASSPORTS  AND  VISAS 
Requirement  Regarding  Entry  Into  Puerto 
Rico  or  Virgin  Islands 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  and  the  Department 
of  Justice  propose  to  amend  22  CFR  41.6 
(b)  to  delete  therefrom  the  provision 
under  whk^  the  nonimmigrant  visa  re¬ 
quirement  is  waived  for  certain  alims 
seeking  to  enter  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands  of  the  United  States  as  non¬ 
immigrants. 

Experience  indicates  that  there  has 
been  substantial  abuse  of  this  provision 
by  aliens  entitled  to  this  waiver  who  do 
not  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Nationality  Act  for  Issuance 
of  a  nonimmigrant  visa  and  who  seek  to 
use  this  provision  for  the  purpose  of  fa¬ 
cilitating  their  entry  into  and  stay  in  the 
United  States  in  violation  of  law.  It  fur¬ 
ther  appears  that  aliens  entitled  to  this 
waiver  if  travelling  only  to  Puerto  Rico 
or  the  Virgin  Islands  who  do  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  for  Issuance 
of  a  nonimmigrant  visa  either  already 
possess  appropriate  documentation  or 
are  in  a  position  to  obtain  such  docu¬ 
mentation  with  which  they  may  lawfully 
enter  not  only  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands  but  also  the  continental 
United  States  as  well.- 
Interested  persons  may  submit  to  the 
Administrator,  Biu%au  of  Security  and 
Consular  Affairs,  Ro<xn  6811,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State,  Washington,  D.C.,  20520, 
written  data,  comments,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments,  in  duplicate,  relative  to  this  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  Copies  of  any  material 
submitted  should  also  be  sent  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Immigration  and  Naturali¬ 
zation,  Room  7100C,  425  Eye  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20536.  Submission  of 
such  materlsd  may  not  be  made  orally. 
All  relevant  written  material  received 
on  or  before  September  9,  1974,  will  be 
considered. 

Paragraph  (b)  of  §  41.6  is  amended  to 
read: 

§  41.6  Nonimmigrants  not  required  to 
present  passports,  visas,  or  border 
crossing  identification  cards. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Agricultural  workers  who  are 
British,  French,  or  Netherlands  nation¬ 
als  or  nationals  of  certain  adjacent  is¬ 
lands  of  the  Caribbean  which  are  inde¬ 
pendent  countries.  A  visa  is  not  required 
of  a  British,  French,  or  Netherlands  na¬ 
tional,  or  a  national  of  Jamaica,  Trinidad 
and  Tobago,  Grenada,  Barbados  or  The 
Bahamas,  who  has  his  residence  in  Brit¬ 
ish,  French,  or  Netherlands  territory  lo¬ 
cated  in  tile  adjacent  islands  of  the 
Caribbean  area,  or  in  Jamaica,  Trinidad 
and  Tobago,  Grenada,  Barbados,  or  The 
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Bahamas,  and  who  Is  proceeding  to  the 
United  States  as  an  agrtcoltural  worker. 
•  •  *  •  • 

(Sec.  101, 84  Stat.  116  (8T7J3.C.  1101) ) 

Dated:  July  29. 1974. 

For  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Barbara  M.  Watson, 
Administrator,  Bvreau  of  Se- 
euritjf  and  ConruJar  Affairs, 
Department  of  State. 

Dated:  August  1, 1974. 

Ij.  F.  Chapman, 

Commissioner,  Immigration  and 
naturalization  Service,  Do- 
partment  of  Justice. 

(FB  DOC.74-1B&34  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
[8  CFR  Part  212] 

NONIMMIGRANT  DOCUMENTARY  WAIVER 

Requirement  Regarding  Entry  Into  Puerto 
Rico  and  Virgin  Islands 

Pursuant  to  section  553  of  Title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code  (80  Stat.  383), 
notice  Is  hereby  given  of  the  proposed 
amendment  of  §  212.1(b)  of  Title  8  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  de¬ 
lete  therefrom  the  provision  tmder  which 
the  nonimmigrant  visa  requirement  Is 
waived  for  certain  aliens  seeking  to  en¬ 
ter  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands 
of  the  United  States  as  nonimmigrants. 

Sectlcm  212.1  (b)  currently  provides  for 
a  waiver  of  the  nonimmigrant  visa  re¬ 
quirement  for  a  British,  French,  or 
Netherlands  national  resident  in  British, 
French,  or  Netherlands  territory  located 
In  the  adjacent  islands  of  the  (Carib¬ 
bean  area,  and  a  national  of  Jamaica, 
Trinidad  and  Tobago,  Barbados,  or 
Grenada,  resident  therein,  for  admis¬ 
sion  to  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  of  the  United  States,  or  for  ad¬ 
mission  as  an  agricultural  worker  In  the 
United  States.  Experience  Indicates 
there  has  been  substantial  abuse  of  this 
nonimmigrant  visa  waiver  for  admls- 
Blon  to  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  of  the  United  States;  It  has  been 
utilized  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
entry  into,  and  stay  In,  the  United  States 
In  violation  of  law.  It  appears  that  the 
aliens  currently  entitled  to  this  waiver 
who  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Nationality  Act  for  Issuance 
of  a  nonimmigrant  visa  are  In  a  position 
to  obtain  such  documentation  with  which 
they  may  lawfully  enter  not  only  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  but  also 
the  continental  United  States.  It  Is. 
therefore,  proposed  to  eliminate  the 
provision  of  1 212.1(b)  under  which  the 
nonimmigrant  visa  requirement  Is  waived 
for  the  specified  aliens  seeking  admis¬ 
sion  to  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
•ectl(m  553  of  Tttte  5  of  the  United  States 
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Code  (80  Stat.  383),  Interested  persons 
may  submit  to  the  Commissioner  of  Im¬ 
migration  and  Naturalization,  Room 
7100-C,  425  Eye  Street.  NW«  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20536,  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments.  In  duplicate,  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule.  Such  representations 
may  not  be  presented  orally  In  any  man¬ 
ner.  All  relevant  material  received  by 
September  9,  1974,  will  be  considered. 

In  the  li^t  of  the  foregoing,  it  Is  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  8  CFR  212.1(b)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  212.1  Docamentary  requimncMts  for 
nonJmiiugrants. 

•  •  •  •  • 

<b)  Agriculture!  workers  who  ore 
British,  French,  or  Netherlands  na~ 
tionaJs,  or  nationals  of  certain  adjacent 
islands  of  the  Caribbean  which  are  inde¬ 
pendent  countries.  A  visa  Is  not  required 
of  a  British,  Prendi,  or  Netherlands  na¬ 
tional,  or  a  national  of  Grenada,  Jamai¬ 
ca,  Trbiidad  and  Tobago,  Barbados,  or 
The  Bahamas,  who  has  his  residence  In 
British,  French,  or  Netherlands  territory 
located  in  the  adjacent  Islands  of  the 
Caribbean  area,  or  in  Grenada,  Jamaica, 
Trinidad  and  Tobago,  Barbados,  or  The 
Bahamas,  for  admission  to  the  United 
States  as  an  agricultural  worker. 

(Sec.  103,  66  Stat.  173  (8  UJ3.C.  1103) ) 

Dated:  August  1, 1974. 

Ii.  F.  Chapman.  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

(FB  Doc.74-18538  Filad  8-12-74:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
[  19  CFR  Part  1  ] 

CUSTOMS  FIELD  ORGANIZATION 
Customs  Region  VI;  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

In  order  to  provide  better  and  more 
efficient  Customs  service  In  the  El  Paso, 
Texas,  Customs  district  (Region  VI).  It 
Is  proposed  to  clumge  the  Customs  status 
of  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico,  from  that 
of  a  Custom  station  to  a  Customs  port  of 
entry. 

Accordingly,  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
vested  m  the  President  by  section  1  of 
the  Act  of  August  1, 1914, 38  Stat.  623,  as 
amended  (19  U.8.C.  2),  and  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  No.  10289,  September  17, 
1951  (3  CTR  Cfii.  ID .  and  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  provided  by  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment  Order  No.  190,  Rev.  9  (38  FR 
17517),  It  Is  hereby  proposed  to  make 
the  following  changes  In  the  field  (Xga- 
nlzatlon  of  the  El  Paso,  Texas,  Customs 
district  (Region  VI) : 

1.  To  revoke  the  designation  of  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico,  as  a  Custom  sta¬ 
tion  m  the  El  Paso,  Texas,  Customs  dis¬ 
trict  (Region  VI) ;  and 

2.  To  designate  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico,  a  Customs  port  of  entry  In  the 
El  Paso,  Texas,  Customs  district  (Region 
VI). 


The  geographical  limits  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  port  of  entry  will  Include  all  of 
the  territory  within  the  following 
boundaries: 

Beginning  at  the  northwest  comer  of 
the  intersection  of  the  northern  bound¬ 
ary  of  Bernalillo  County  with  the  east¬ 
ern  boundary  of  Valencia  County  and 
proceeding  in  a  southeasterly,  then  east¬ 
erly.  directipn  along  the  boundary  be¬ 
tween  Bernalillo  and  Valencia  counties 
to  the  intersection  of  such  boundary  with 
Interstate  No.  25,  then  proceedii^  In  a 
southerly  direction  along  Interstate  No. 
25  in  Valencia  County  to  its  intersection 
with  the  northern  boundary  of  Socorro 
County,  thm  proceeding  in  a  easterly 
direction  along  the  northern  boundary  of 
Socorro  County  to  its  Intersection  with 
New  Mexico  State  Highway  No.  47,  then 
proceeding  in  a  northerly  direction  along 
New  Mexico  State  Highway  No.  47  in 
Valencia  Coimty  to  its  intersection  with 
the  southern  boimdary  of  Bernalillo 
Coimty,  then  proceeding  in  an  ^usterly, 
then  southerly,  then  easterly,  direction 
along  Uie  southern  boundary  oS  Berna¬ 
lillo  (bounty  to  its  intersection  with  New 
Mexico  State  Highway  No.  14.  then  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  a  northerly  direction  along 
New  Mexico  State  Hi^way  No.  14  in 
Bernalillo  County  to  its  Intersection  with 
New  Mexico  State  Highway  No.  44,  then 
proceeding  in  a  northwesterly  dirrotion 
along  New  Mexico  State  Hlgdiway  No.  44 
into  Sandoval  Coimty  to  the  mtersectlon 
of  Highway  No.  44  with  New  Mexico 
State  Highway  No.  528,  then  proceeding 
in  a  southerly  direction  along  New  Mex¬ 
ico  State  Highway  No.  528  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Idalia  Road,  then  proceed¬ 
ing  in  a  westerly  direction  on  Idalia  Road 
to  its  intersection  with  Chayote  Road, 
then  proceeding  in  a  northerly  direction 
on  Chayote  Road  to  its  intersection  with 
Progress  Boulevard,  then  proceeding  in 
a  westerly  direction  on  Progress  Boule¬ 
vard  to  its  intersection  with  Encino 
Boulevard,  then  proceeding  In  a  south¬ 
easterly  direction  on  Encino  Boulevard 
to  the  northern  boundary  of  Bernalillo 
County,  then  proceeding  west  along  the 
Dorthera  boundary  of  Bernalillo  County 
to  the  eastern  boundary  of  Valencia 
Cbunty. 

Data,  views,  or  arguments  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  proposal  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
Attention:  Regulations  Division,  Wash- 
Ingtcm,  D.C.  20229.  To  insure  nmsidera- 
tlon,  communications  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  28, 1974. 

Written  material  or  suggestions  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  j  103.8(b)  of  the 
Customs  regulations  (19  CFR  103.8(b)), 
at  the  Regulations  Division,  Headquar¬ 
ters.  United  States  Customs  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours. 

Davis  R.  Macsonald, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

Aucukt  8, 1914. 

(FB  DOC.V4-18644  FU*d  8-I2-'M;e:46  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 
[7  CFR  Part  k701] 

RURAL  ELECTRiHCATION  PROGRAM 
REA  Accounting  Requirements 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  Rural  Sectrificatlon  Act.  as 
amended  (7  UJS.C.  901  et  seq.).  REA 
proposes  to  add  a  new  account  to  REA 
Bulletin  181-1,  Uniform  System  of  Ac¬ 
counts  Prescribed  for  Electric  Borrowers 
of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  to  revise  Accounting  Interpre- 
taticm  613,  of  REA  Bulletin  181-3,  Ac¬ 
counting  Interpretations  for  Rural  Elec¬ 
tric  Borrowers. 

Perscms  interested  in  the  provisions  of 
the  new  account  and  revised  accounting 
Interpretation  may  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  comments  to  the  Director,  Ac¬ 
counting  and  Auditing  Division,  Room 
4307,  South  Building,  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  on 
or  before  September  12,  1974.  All  written 
submissions  made  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  available  for  public 
Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
Accoimtlng  and  Auditing  Divisicm,  dur¬ 
ing  regular  business  hours. 

The  new  account  and  revised  account¬ 
ing  interpretation  are  as  follows: 

Account  424,  Otheb  Cafttai.  Credits  Aim 
Patronage  Capitai.  Allocations 

Credit  this  account  with  the  capital  fur¬ 
nished  In  connection  with  patronage  of  co¬ 
operative  or  mutual-type  service  organiza¬ 
tions  such  as  CFC  and  other  financing  co¬ 
operatives,  and  Insurance,  oU  product,  tele¬ 
phone  and  data  processing  cooperatives.  This 
account  should  be  credited  In  the  year  In 
which  the  notice  of  the  capital  credit  or 
patronage  capital  allocation  Is  received 

Revised  Accounting  Interpretation  No. 

613,  Accounting  for  Patronage  Capi¬ 
tal  From  Cooperative  Service  Orga¬ 
nizations 

This  accounting  interpretation  is  re¬ 
vised  to  refiect  the  accounting  prescribed 
in  new  Account  424,  Other  Capital  Cred¬ 
its  and  Patronage  Capital  Allocations. 

Dated:  August  6, 1974. 

David  H.  Askegaard, 
Assistant  Administrator-Electric. 

[FB  Doc.74-18603  FUed  8-12-74;  8: 46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[  29  CFR  Part  1^99  ] 

STANDARD  FOR  OCCUPATIONAL 

EXPOSURE  TO  CARBON  MONOXIDE 

Intent  To  Prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  section  102)  re¬ 
quires  each  Federal  aigency  to  consider 
the  environmental  effects  of  proposed 


actions  and  to  prepare  environmental 
Impact  statements  on  major  actions  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  human  environ¬ 
ment.  Accordingly,  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration,  n.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  in  conformance 
with  its  procedures  for  environmental 
Impact  statements  (29  CFR  Part  1999) , 
announces  its  intention  to  prepare  an 
environmental  statement  assessing  the 
Impact  of  a  proposed  standard  for  oc¬ 
cupational  exposure  to  carbon  monoxide 
to  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
in  the  near  future. 

The  Office  of  Standards  Development, 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admin¬ 
istration,  is  currently  collecting  informa¬ 
tion  and  data  on  possible  environmental 
impacts  of  the  proposed  standard,  such 
as  any  adverse  environmental  effects 
which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the 
standard  be  adopted:  alternatives  to 
such  a  standard;  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  local  short-term  uses  of  man’s  en¬ 
vironment  and  the  maintenance  and  en¬ 
hancement  of  long-term  productivity; 
and  any  irreversible  commitments  of  re¬ 
sources  which  would  be  Involved  if  the 
standard  were  implemented.  Those  is¬ 
sues  of  particular  interest  are: 

a.  Any  medical  or  toxicological  evi¬ 
dence  which  Indicates  that  exposure  to 
carbon  moxide  produces  adverse 
health  effects,  and  quantification  of  the 
extent  to  which  exposme  is  a  hazard. 

b.  Chirrent  levels  of  occupational 
exposure. 

c.  Any  Information  Indicating  the  de¬ 
crease  in  the  health  hazard  to  workers 
that  will  resiUt  from  Implementation  of 
the  proposed  standard. 

d.  The  extent  to  which  carbon  monox¬ 
ide  pollutes  the  ambient  air  and,  if  pos¬ 
sible,  the  extent  of  the  decrease  in  the 
pollution  that  will  result  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  standard. 

e.  Any  other  pertinent  information. 

Any  person  having  information  or  data 

on  this  subject  which  is  not  readily  avail¬ 
able  in  the  open  literature  or  has  not 
previously  been  submitted  to  the  Office 
of  Standards  Development  is  Invited  to 
submit  it,  with  accompanying  documen¬ 
tation,  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Development,  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  1726  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Room  500,  Washington, 
D.C.  20210,  by  September  15.  1974.  All 
information  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Dev^opment. 

When  the  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  on  carbon  monoxide  is  com¬ 
pleted,  copies  will  be  available  to  any 
member  of  the  public  who  requests  it. 
The  public  will  be  allowed  a  45-day  peri¬ 
od  to  comment  on  the  draft  statement. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  August  1974. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FB Doc.74-18543  FQed  8-13-74:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 
[45  CFR  Part  126] 

SUPPLEMENTARY  EDUCATIONAL  CEN¬ 
TERS  AND  SERVICES;  GUIDANCE 

COUNSELING.  AND  TESTING 

Special  Programs  and  Projects 

In  accordance  with  section  503  of  the 
Education  Amendments  of  1972  (Public 
Law  92-318),  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  title  m  of  the  Ele¬ 
mentary  and  Secondary  Education  Act 
of  1965,  as  amended,  the  Commissioner 
of  Education,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  proposes  to  amend  Title  45  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  adding  a 
new  part  126  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 
This  part  will  contain  provisions  govern¬ 
ing  grants  to  local  educational  agencies 
for  special  programs  and  projects  under 
section  306  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended  (20  U.S.C.  844b) .  Separate  regu¬ 
lations  containing  provisions  governing 
grants  to  State  educational  agencies  for 
programs  and  projects  imder  title  III  of 
the  Elementary  and  Secondary  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  as  amended,  have  been 
published  as  Part  118  of  "11110  45  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (45  CFR 
118).  The  Commissioner  also  proposes 
to  establish  guidelines  for  this  program, 
which  are  set  forth  following  the  text  of 
the  proposed  regulations. 

1.  Program  purpose.  The  regulations 
specify  the  manner  in  which  applications 
for  grants  under  title  IH  must  be  made, 
and  conditions  for  approval.  They  in¬ 
clude  requirements  that  the  local  educa¬ 
tion  agency:  maintain  administrative 
control  of  the  project;  guarantee  funds 
will  be  used  to  supplement,  not  supplant, 
local  efforts;  establish  sound  fiscal  con¬ 
trol  and  fund  accoxmting  procedures; 
and  make  provisions  for  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  eligible  children  enrolled  in  non¬ 
profit  private  schools. 

2.  Section  503  procedures  and  effect. 
Section  503  of  the  Education  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1972  requires  the  Commissioner 
to  study  all  rules,  regulations  guidelines, 
and  other  published  interpretations  or 
orders  issued  by  him  or  by  the  Secretary 
after  June  30,  1965,  in  connection  with, 
or  affecting  the  administration  of  Office 
of  Education  programs;  to  report  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
of  the  Senate  and  the  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cation  and  Labor  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  concerning  such  study;  and 
to  pubhsh  in  the  Federal  Register  such 
rules,  regulations,  guidelines,  interpreta¬ 
tions,  and  orders,  with  an  opportunity 
for  public  hearing  on  the  matters  so  pub¬ 
lished.  The  regulations  and  guidelines 
proposed  below  refiect  the  results  of  this 
study  as  it  pertains  to  the  program  imder 
section  306  of  the  Elementary  and  Sec¬ 
ondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended  (20  U.S.C.  844b) .  Effective 
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thirty  (30)  days  following  the  publication 
of  Part  126  in  final  form,  after  comments 
and  hearing,  all  preceding  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  guidelines,  and  other  published 
interpretations  and  orders  issued  in  con¬ 
nection  with  or  affecting  the  program 
(except  the  Office  of  Education  General 
Provisions  Regulations,  38  FR  30654) 
will  be  superseded. 

3.  Effect  of  Office  of  Education  Gen¬ 
eral  Provisions  Regulations.  The  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  do  not  contain  pro¬ 
visions  relating  to  general  fiscal  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  matters.  These  are  covered 
under  the  overall  Office  of  Education 
General  Provisions  Regulations,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  at  38  FR 
S0654  (November  6,  1973) ,  in  connection 
with  the  same  study  under  section  503 
of  the  Education  Amendments  of  1972  of 
which  this  publication  is  a  part.  Refer¬ 
ence  is  made  in  particular  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Part  100a  of  Title  45  CFR,  con¬ 
taining  general  provisions  for  direct  as¬ 
sistance  programs,  which  would  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  section  306  of  the  Act,  and  Part 
100c,  relating  to  indirect  costs  under  the 
program. 

4.  Guidelines.  Guidelines  for  the  pro¬ 
gram  have  not  previously  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  The  guidelines 
proposed  below  essentially  contain 
recommendations  and  suggestions  for 
program  management  and  operation  and 
are  designed  to  incorporate  all  materials 
covered  by  section  503  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972  not  otherwise  re¬ 
flected  in  the  regulation. 

5.  Citations  of  legal  authority.  As  re¬ 
quired  by  section  431(a)  of  the  General 
Education  Provisions  Act  (20  U.S.C. 
1232(a))  and  section  503  of  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1972,  a  citation  of 
statutory  or  other  legal  authority  for 
each  section  of  the  regulations  and 
guidelines  has  been  placed  in  paren¬ 
theses  on  the  line  following  the  text  of 
the  section. 

On  occasion,  a  citation  appears  at  the 
end  of  a  subdivision  of  a  section.  In  that 
case  the  citation  applies  to  all  material 
in  that  section  above  the  citation  and 
following  the  preceding  citation.  When 
the  citation  appears  only  at  the  end  of 
the  section  it  applies  to  the  entire 
section. 

6.  Opportunity  for  public  hearing. 
Pursuant  to  .section  503(c)  of  the  Edu¬ 
cation  Amendments  of  1972,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  will  provide  interested  parties 
an  opportunity  for  a  public  hearing  on 
the.se  regulations  and  guidelines,  as  fol¬ 
lows  ; 

A  hearing  will  take  place  at  the  U.S. 
Office  of  Education  on  September  30, 
1974  in  the  auditorium  of  Regional  Office 
Building  Three,  7th  and  D  Streets,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  beginning  at  10  a.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  comments  and  suggestions  on  the 
published  materials. 

Parties  interested  in  attending  the 
hearing  should  notify  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW., 
Room  2079-G,  Washington,  D.C.  20202, 
Attention:  Chairman,  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  Task  Force  on  section  503,  and  are 


urged  to  submit  a  written  copy  of  their 
comments  with  such  notification.  Each 
party  planning  to  make  oral  comments 
at  the  hearing  is  urged  to  limit  his  pres¬ 
entation  to  a  maximum  of  fifteen 
minutes. 

Written  comments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  may  also  be  sent  to  the  above  ad¬ 
dress.  All  relevant  material  received 
prior  to  the  date  of  the  hearing  will  be 
considered.  Comments  and  suggestions 
submitted  in  writing  will  be  available 
for  review  in  the  above  office  between 
the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday  of  each  week. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.616,  Preschool,  Elementary,  and 
Secondary  Education — Special  Programs  and 
Projects  (Title  HI,  Sec.  306) ) 

Dated:  June  6, 1974. 

Duane  J.  Mattheis, 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  July  12, 1974. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary  of  Health, 

Education,  and  Welfare. 

Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  adding  a  new  Part 
126  reading  as  follows: 

PART  126— SUPPLEMENTARY  EDUCA¬ 
TIONAL  CENTERS  AND  SERVICES; 
GUIDANCE,  COUNSELING,  AND  TEST¬ 
ING-SPECIAL  PROGRAMS  AND  PROJ¬ 
ECTS 

Sec. 

126.1  Applicability. 

126.2  Definitions. 

126.3  Program  purpose  and  availability  of 

funds. 

126.4  Applications  for  grants. 

126.5  Maintenance  of  fiscal  effort. 

126.6  Participation  by  private  school 

children. 

126.7  Projects  for  handicapped  children. 

126.8  Criteria  for  review  of  project  appli¬ 

cations. 

126.9  Review  of  project  proposals  by  State 

educational  agency. 

126.10  Grants  involving  construction. 

Authority:  Secs.  301-309  of  Public  Law 
89-10,  as  amended  by  Sec.  131(a)  (1)  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  91-230,  84  Stat.  130-140  (20  U.S.C. 
841-847a) ,  unless  otherwise  noted. 

§  126.1  .Lpplii'aliility, 

(a)  The  provisions  contained  in  this 
part  are  applicable  to  grants  to  local 
educational  agencies  for  planning  and 
establishing  special  programs  and  proj¬ 
ects,  supplementary  educational  centers 
and  services  and  guidance,  counseling, 
and  testing  programs  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  306  of  title  III  of  the  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965. 
Regulations  applicable  to  grants  to 
States  pursuant  to  title  III  of  the  Act 
are  contained  in  part  118  of  this  title. 

(b)  Assistance  provided  under  this 
part  is  subject  to  applicable  provisions 
contained  in  Subchapter  A  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  (General  Provisions  for  Office  of 
Education  Programs)  relating  to  fiscal, 
administrative,  property  management 
and  other  matters. 

(20  U.S.C.  844b) 

§  126.2  Definitions. 


As  used  in  this  part: 

“Act”  means  the  Elementary  and  Sec¬ 
ondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  Public 
Law  89-10,  as  amended. 

“Children  with  specific  learning  dis¬ 
abilities”  means  those  children  who  have 
a  disorder  in  one  or  more  of  the  basic 
psychological  processes  involved  in  un¬ 
derstanding  or  in  using  language,  spoken 
or  written,  which  disorder  may  manifest 
itself  in  Imperfect  ability  to  listen,  think, 
speak,  read,  write,  spell,  or  do  mathe¬ 
matical  calculations.  Such  disorders  in¬ 
clude  such  conditions  as  perceptual 
handicaps,  brain  injury,  minimal  brain 
dysfunction,  dyslexia,  and  developmen¬ 
tal  asphasla.  Such  term  does  not  Include 
children  who  have  learning  problems 
which  are  primarily  the  result  of  visual, 
hearing,  or  motor  handicaps,  of  mental 
retardation,  of  emotional  disturbance, 
or  of  environmental  disadvantage. 

(20  U.S.C.  843(b)  (3) ,  844b(b) ) 

“Construction”  means  (a)  the  erec¬ 
tion  of  new  or  the  expansion  of  existing 
structures,  and  the  acquisition  and  in¬ 
stallation  of  equipment  therefor;  (b) 
the  acquisition  of  existing  structures  not 
owned  by  the  agency  making  applica¬ 
tion  for  assistance  imder  the  Act;  (c) 
the  remodeling  or  alteration  (including 
the  acquisition,  installation,  moderniza¬ 
tion,  or  replacement  of  equipment)  of 
existing  structures;  or  (d)  a  combina¬ 
tion  of  any  two  or  more  of  the  fore¬ 
going. 

(20  U.S.C.  844b,  881(b)) 

“Cultural  and  educational  resources” 
includes  State  educational  agencies,  in¬ 
stitutions  of  higher  education,  private 
schools,  public  and  nonprofit  private 
agencies  such  as  libraries,  museums, 
musical  and  artistic  organizations,  edu¬ 
cational  radio  and  television,  and  other 
cultural  and  educational  resources. 

(20  U.S.C.  844(a),  844b) 

“Dissemination  means  communications 
with  people  about  the  operation  and  out¬ 
comes  of  demonstrations  of  exemplary 
practices  in  education  in  order  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  adoption  and  replication  of 
tested  educational  innovations  in  the  host 
school  system  and  other  school  systems 
in  the  State. 

(20  U.S.C.  843(c)  (3),  844b) 

“Exemplary,”  as  applied  to  an  educa¬ 
tional  program,  project,  service,  or  activ¬ 
ity  means  one  designed  to  serve  as  a 
model  for  a  regular  school  program. 

(20  U.S.C.  843(b)  (2),  844b) 

“Handicapped  children”  means  those 
children  who  are  mentally  retarded,  hard 
of  hearing,  deaf,  speech  impaired,  visu¬ 
ally  handicapped,  seriously  emotionally 
disturbed,  crippled,  or  other  health  im¬ 
paired  and  who  by  reason  thereof  require 
special  education  and  related  services. 
The  term  includes  children  with  specific 
learning  disabilities  to  the  extent  that 
such  children  are  health  impaired  chil¬ 
dren  who  by  reason  thereof  require  spe¬ 
cial  education  and  related  services. 

(20  U.S.C.  844b(b)) 
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“Innovative,”  as  ai^Hed  to  an  educa¬ 
tional  program,  project,  service,  or  ac¬ 
tivity  means  cme  utilizing  new  or  im¬ 
proved  ideas,  practices,  or  techniques. 

(20  UJB.C.  843(b)  (8),  844b) 

“Local  educational  agency”  means  a 
public  board  of  education  or  other  public 
authority  legally  constituted  within  a 
State  for  either  administrative  control 
or  direction  of,  or  to  perform  a  service 
function  for,  public  elementary  schools 
in  a  city,  county,  township,  school  dis¬ 
trict,  or  other  political  subdivision  of  a 
State,  or  such  combinaticm  of  school  dis¬ 
tricts  or  coimties  as  is  recognized  in  a 
State  as  an  administrative  agency  for  its 
public  elementary  or  secondary  schools. 
The  term  also  Includes  any  other  public 
Institution  or  agency  having  administra¬ 
tive  control  and  dirrotion  of  a  public  ele¬ 
mentary  or  secondary  school.  Including 
a  State  operated  school  for  the  deaf, 
blind,  mentally  retarded,  emotionally  dis¬ 
turbed  or  crippled.  “Service  Pimction”  as 
used  in  this  paragraph  means  an  educa¬ 
tional  service  which  is  performed  by  a 
legal  entity — such  as  an  intermediate 
agency — whose  jurisdiction  does  not  ex¬ 
tend  to  the  whole  of  the  State  and  which 
Is  authorized  to  provide  consultative,  ad¬ 
visory  or  educational  program  services  to 
public  elementary  or  secondary  schools, 
or  which  has  regulatory  fimctlons  over 
agencies  having  administrative  control  or 
direction  of  public  elementary  or  second¬ 
ary  schools,  rather  than  a  service  which 
is  performed  by  a  culttiral  or  educational 
resource. 

(20  UJB.C.  e44b,  881  (f)  ) 

“Private  school”  means  a  nonprofit 
8Cho<d  which  is  operated  or  controlled  by 
other  than  a  public  authority,  and  which 
complies  with  State  compiilk>ry  school 
attendance  laws  or  is  otherwise  recog¬ 
nized  or  accredited  by  some  procedure 
customarily  used  in  the  State  as  having 
curricula  similar  to  that  required  of  com¬ 
parable  public  schools. 

(20  UJS.C.  843(b)(4),  844(b)(8)(B),  9i4b, 
845(f) ) 

“Seriously  emotionally  disturbed  chil¬ 
dren"  means  (a)  Those  children  who  ex¬ 
hibit  one  or  more  of  the  following  char¬ 
acteristics  over  a  long  period  of  time  and 
to  a  marked  degree: 

(1)  An  inability  to  learn  that  which 
cannot  be  explained  by  intellectual,  sen¬ 
sory,  or  health  factors; 

(2)  an  inability  to  biiild  or  maintain 
satisfactory  interpersonal  relationships 
with  peers  and  teachers; 

(3)  InaiHiroprlate  types  of  behavior  or 
feelings  under  normsd  circumstances; 

(4)  general  pervasive  mood  of  iinhap- 
piness  or  depression;  and/or 

(5)  a  tendency  to  develc^  physical 
symptoms,  pains,  or  fears  associated  with 
personal  or  school  problems. 

(b)  This  term  does  not  include  those 
children  who  are  socially  maladjusted. 
(20  UB.C.  843(b)  (8) ,  844b(b)  ) 

“State  educational  agency”  means  the 
State  board  of  educaticm  m:  other  agency 


or  officer  primarily  responsible  for  the 
State  supervision  of  public  elementary 
and  secondary  schools,  ot,  if  there  is  no 
such  officer  or  agency,  an  (^cer  or  agen¬ 
cy  designated  by  the  Governor  or  by 
State  law. 

(20  UB.C.  844b.  881  (k)  ) 

“Testing,”  in  relation  to  activities 
undertaken  pursuant  to  section  303(b) 
(4)  of  the  Act  means  the  use  of  tests 
which  measure  abilities  from  which  ap¬ 
titudes  for  an  Individual’s  educational 
or  career  development  may  be  validly 
Inferred. 

(20  UB.C.  843(b)(4).  844a(b)  (1)  (B)  (1), 

844) 

§  126.3  Program  purpose  and  availabil¬ 
ity  of  funds. 

(a)  Amounts  not  available  to  the 
State.  From  the  amount  allotted  to  any 
State  under  section  302  of  the  Act  for 
any  fiscal  year  which  is  (1)  not  avail¬ 
able  to  that  State  under  a  State  plan 
fully  or  partially  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  pursuant  to  section  305  of  the 
Act,  or  which  is  (2)  not  available  to  that 
State  because  there  is  no  approved  State 
plan,  the  Commissioner  may  make  grants 
to  local  educational  ag^cles  in  such 
State  for  programs,  or  projects  (includ¬ 
ing  programs  or  projects  for  handi¬ 
capped  chlldrai)  which  meet  the  pur¬ 
poses  and  requirements  of  section  306 
of  the  Act  and  the  regulations  in  this 
part. 

(b)  Amounts  not  required  by  the 
State.  The  amount  of  any  State’s  allot¬ 
ment  under  title  in  of  the  Act  for  any 
fiscal  year  which  the  Commissioner  de¬ 
termines  will  not  be  required  by  such 
State  for  the  period  for  which  that 
amount  is  available  shall  be  available 
for  grants  pursuant  to  section  306  of  the 
Act  in  such  State.  If  the  Commissioner 
further  determines  that  such  amount  is 
not  needed  in  such  State  for  grants  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  306  of  the  Act,  that 
amount  may,  in  the  Commissioner’s  dis¬ 
cretion,  either  be  used  for  grants  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  306  of  the  Act  in  other 
States  or  reallotted  to  other  States  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  302(c)  of  the  Act.  Grants 
from  allotments  made  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph  may  be  made  during  the  fiscal 
year  of  the  original  allotment  and  the 
succeeding  fiscal  year. 

(20  DB.C.  842(c)  (d),  844b,  845) 

§  126.4  Applications  for  grants. 

A  local  educational  agency  shall  file 
an  ai^licatlon  which,  in  addition  to 
meeting  the  requirements  contained  in 
Subpart  A  of  this  Chapter  (General  Pro¬ 
visions  for  Office  of  Education  Pro¬ 
grams).  shall  contain  or  have  attached 
thereto: 

(a)  A  description  of  a  program  or 
project  for  carrying  out  one  more  of 
the  purposes  described  in  section  303 
of  the  Act  (including.  In  the  case  of  an 
api^catlon  submitted  by  a  local  edu¬ 
cational  agency  located  in  a  State  which 
has  a  State  plan  approved  under  section 
305  of  the  Act,  a  descriptioa  of  how  the 
project  holds  promise  of  making  a  sub¬ 


stantial  contribution  to  the  solution  of 
critical  educational  problems  common 
to  all  or  several  States) ; 

(b)  A  description  of  the  policies  and 
procedures  which  assure  that  in  the 
planning  of  the  project  there  has  been, 
and  in  the  establishment  and  carrying 
out  thereof  there  will  be,  praticlpation 
of  persons  broadly  representative  of  the 
cultural  and  educational  resources  of 
the  area  to  be  served,  Including  persons 
representative  of  the  Interests  of  poten¬ 
tial  beneficiaries; 

(c)  An  assurance  that  the  services  for 
which  funds  tmder  section  306  of  the 
Act  are  sought  will  be  administered  by 
or  iznder  the  supervision  of  the  appli¬ 
cant; 

(d)  A  description  of  (1)  such  methods 
of  administration  as  are  necessary  for 
the  proper  and  efficient  c«)eration  of  the 
project,  (2)  such  fiscal  control  and  ac¬ 
counting  procedures  as  are  necessary  to 
assure  proper  disbiusement  of.  and  ac¬ 
counting  for,  Federal  fimds  pjild  to  the 
local  educational  agency  tmder  section 
306  of  the  Act,  and  (3)  the  program  ac¬ 
countability  procedures  to  be  used  in  the 
assurance  of  performance  quality  during 
the  project  period  through  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  procedures  and  techniques 
such  as:  community  Involvement,  troh- 
nical  assistance,  needs  assessment, 
change  strategies,  management  systems, 
performance  objectives,  performance 
budgeting,  performance  contracting  for 
services,  staff  development,  ctanprehen- 
sive  evaluation,  program  audit  and  cost- 
effectiveness  analysis. 

(e)  A  description  of  the  policies  and 
procedxires  to  assure  that  Federal  funds 
made  available  tmder  section  306  of  the 
Act  for  a  specified  budget  period  will 
be  so  used  to  supplement  and,  to  the 
extent  practical,  increase  the  level  of 
funds  that  would  be  in  the  absence  of 
such  Federal  fimds,  be  made  available 
by  the  applicant  for  the  purposes  de¬ 
scribed  in  section  303  of  the  Act.  and  in 
no  case  supplant  such  funds; 

(f)  A  description  of  how  the  program 
or  project  will  provide  for  the  genuine 
and  meaningful  participation  of  private 
schocd  children  as  required  by  S  126.6; 
and 

(g)  A  description  of  the  facilities 
available  for  the  project  and  the  use  to 
which  they  will  be  put.  If  the  project  will 
involve  construction  or  leasing  of  facili¬ 
ties,  the  proposal  shall  specify  how  such 
activity  is  consistent  with,  and  why  it 
is  necessary  to,  the  effici^t  operation 
of  the  proposed  educational  program. 

(20  UB.C.  843,  844,  844a,  844b) 

§  126.5  Maintenance  of  fiecal  effort. 

No  pasonents  shall  be  made  to  a  local 
educational  agency  under  section  306  of 
the  Act  unless  the  Commissioner  finds 
that  the  combined  fiscal  effort  of  such 
ag^cy  and  the  State  in  which  it  is  lo¬ 
cated  with  respect  to  the  provision  of 
free  piffilic  elementary  and  secondary 
education  by  that  agency  for  the  fiscal 
year  preoedibg  the  fiscal  year  for  which 
assistance  is  sought  under  such  section 
was  not  less  than  such  combined  fiscal 
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effort  for  that  purpose  for  the  second  fis¬ 
cal  year  preceding  the  fiscal  year  for 
which  such  assistance  is  sought.  For  the 
purposes  of  thts  section,  combined  fiscal 
effort  shall  be  deemed  to  be  maintained 
if  current  expenditures  per  pupil  for 
elementary  and  secondary  education  of 
a  local  educational  agency  from  State 
and  local  funds  (determined  on  either 
an  aggregate  or  a  per  pupil  basis)  for 
such  preceding  fiscal  year  equal  or  ex¬ 
ceed  such  expenditures  for  such  second 
preceding  fiscal  year.  In  the  event  of  a 
decrease  of  current  expenditures  (deter¬ 
mined  on  both  an  aggregate  and  a  per 
pupil  basis),  the  Commissioner  will  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  maintenance  of 
efforts  requirements  have  been  fulfilled 
based  upxMi  consideration  of  the  causes 
for  such  decrease  (including  such  fac¬ 
tors  as  changes  in  the  value  or  avail¬ 
ability  of  economic  resomces  (tax  bases) 
from  which  such  expenditures  are 
funded  beyond  the  control  of  State  or 
local  authorities) . 

(20  U5.C.  844b,  845(e)) 

§  126.6  Participation  by  private  scliuul 

children. 

(a)  In  each  project  approved  under 
section  306  of  the  Act,  provision  shall  be 
made  for  the  effective  participation  in 
the  project,  on  an  equitable  basis,  of 
children  enrolled  in  private  schools  in 
the  areas  to  be  served  whose  educational 
needs  are  of  the  type  which  the  project 
is  designed  to  meet.  The  number  of 
such  children  to  be  served,  in  relation 
to  the  total  number  of  such  children 
with  educational  needs  of  the  type  the 
project  is  designed  to  meet  shall  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  number  of  public  school 
children  to  be  served,  in  relation  to  the 
total  number  of  public  school  children 
in  the  area  served  with  educational 
needs  of  the  type  the  project  is  designed 
to  meet, 

(b)  Whenever  practicable,  educational 
services  shall  be  provided  to  private 
school  children  on  publicly  controlled 
premises.  Any  project  to  be  carried  out 
in  public  facilities  and  Involving  joint 
participation  by  children  enrolled  in  pri¬ 
vate  schools  and  children  enrolled  in 
public  schools  shall  include  such  provi¬ 
sions  as  are  necessary  to  avoid  the  sep¬ 
aration  of  participating  children  by 
school  enrollment  or  religious  affiliation. 

(c)  Provisions  for  serving  private 
school  children  shall  not  include:  (1)  The 
payment  of  salaries  to  teachers  or  other 
employees  of  private  schools  except  for 
services  performed  outside  regular  hours 
of  duty  and  under  public  supervision  and 
control,  (2)  financing  of  the  existing  level 
of  instruction  in  private  schools,  (3)  the 
placement  of  equipment  on  private  school 
premises  other  than  portable  or  mobile 
equipment  which  is  capable  of  being  re¬ 
moved  from  the  premises  each  day  and  is 
used  solely  for  title  m  purposes,  (4)  the 
construction  of  facilities  for  private 
schools;  or  (5)  the  use  of  funds  for  reli¬ 
gious  worship  or  Instruction. 

(d)  Every  project  application  submit¬ 
ted  by  a  local  educational  agency  under 
i  126.4  shstU  describe  how  the  local  edu¬ 
cational  agency  will  fulfill  the  require¬ 


ments  of  paragraphs  (a),  (b) ,  and  (c)  of 
this  section.  This  description  shall  con¬ 
tain  Information  Indicating:  (1)  The 
number  of  private  schools  in  the  area  to 
be  served  by  the  project  and  the  niunber 
of  children  enrolled  in  such  schools  in 
the  grades  to  be  served  by  the  project 
and  the  number  of  such  children  who 
have  the  needs  to  be  served  by  the  proj¬ 
ect;  (2)  the  existence  of  any  factors 
which  limit  the  appropriateness  of  the 
project  for  private  school  children;  (3) 
the  manner  in  which  the  extent  to  which 
representatives  of  private  school  chil¬ 
dren  participated  in  the  development  of 
the  project  proposal  (Including  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  determinations  required 
under  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this  section) ; 

(4)  the  provisions  which  have  been  made 
for  effective  liaison  with  representatives 
of  private  school  children  in  regard  to 
operation  and  review  of  the  project;  (5) 
the  places  at  which  and  methods  by 
which  private  school  children  will  be 
served  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this 
section;  and  (6)  the  differences,  if  any, 
in  the  kind  and  extent  of  services  to 
be  provided  private  school  children  as 
compared  with  those  to  be  provided  pub¬ 
lic  school  children,  and  the  reasons  for 
such  differences.  Services  provided  to 
children  on  private  school  premises  must 
not  inure  to  the  benefit  or  enrichment 
of  the  institution. 

(20  U.S.C.  844(b)(2)(B).  844b,  846(f)(1). 
885) 

§  126.7  Projects  for  handicapped  chil¬ 
dren. 

The  Commissioner  shall,  on  the  basis 
of  reviews  of  project  proposals  submitted 
for  approval,  ensure  that  15  percent  of 
the  funds  granted  under  section  306  of 
the  Act  in  any  fiscal  year  will  be  used 
for  projects  which  are  designed  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  solutions  to  critical  problems  in 
the  education  of  handicapped  children, 
by  meeting  their  special  educational 
needs. 

(20  U.S.C.844b(b)) 

§  126.8  Criteria  for  review  of  projeet 
applications. 

In  addition  to  the  factors  set  forth  in 
§  lOOa.26  of  this  chapter,  the  criteria  to 
be  applied  by  the  Commissioner  In  re¬ 
viewing  project  applications  from  local 
educational  agencies  shall  be  the  extent 
to  which  there  is/ are: 

(a)  Documentation  that  in  the  plan¬ 
ning  of  the  project  there  has  been,  and 
in  the  operation  and  evaluation  of  the 
project  there  will  be : 

(1)  Utilization  of  the  best  available 
talents  and  resources  and; 

(2)  Participation  of  teachers,  stu¬ 
dents,  parents,  school  administrative 
personnel,  private  nonprofit  school  rep¬ 
resentatives,  and  other  persons  includ¬ 
ing  those  with  low  income,  broadly  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  cultural  and  educa¬ 
tional  resources  of  the  area  to  be  served; 

(b)  Evidence  that  the  project  is  de¬ 
signed  to  demonstrate  solutions  to  crit¬ 
ical  educational  needs  as  Identified  and 
described  by  the  applicant  and  will  sub¬ 
stantially  Increase  the  educational  op- 


portimltles  of  children  In  the  area  to 
be  served; 

(c)  Provlslmis  for  the  development  of 
concepts,  practices,  and  techniques 
which  can  be  fuiapted  or  adopted  else¬ 
where; 

(d)  PrMnising  concepts  or  practices 
recognized  as  unique,  original,  innova¬ 
tive  or  exemplary; 

(e)  Evidence  that  the  project  activi¬ 
ties  will  facilitate  the  achievement  of 
performance  objectives; 

(f )  An  awareness  of  information  con¬ 
cerning  similar  pre^rams,  relevant  re¬ 
search  findings,  and  views  of  rea^nized 
experts; 

(g)  Provisions  for  budgeted  expendi¬ 
tures  for  adequate  and  appropriate  facili¬ 
ties,  equipment,  and  materials  which 
make  a  direct  contributlCHi  to  facilitating 
the  achievement  of  the  stated  objectives; 
and 

(h)  An  evaluation  which  in  addition 
to  meeting  the  requirements  of  S  lOOa.26 
(b)  (8)  (il)  of  this  chapter,  will  provide 
evidence  of  the  extent  to  which  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  partlcli>ants  is  Improved. 

(1)  Additional  criteria,  in  the  form 
of  the  national  priorities,  may  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  from  time 
to  time.  t 

(20  U.S.C.  844, 844b) 

§  126.9  Review  of  project  applications 
by  State  educational  agency. 

(a)  The  Cewnmissioner  shall  not  ap¬ 
prove  a  project  application  from  a  local 
educational  agency  unless  the  applica¬ 
tion  has  first  been  submitted  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  State  educational  agency  for 
review  and  recommendation,  by  quali¬ 
fied  personnel,  with  respect  to  the  action 
to  be  taken  by  the  Commissioner  regard¬ 
ing  the  disposition  of  the  proposal. 

(b)  Applications  Involving  the  handi¬ 
capped  shall  be  submitted  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  State  educational  agency  person¬ 
nel  responsble  for  education  of  handi¬ 
capped  children  for  review  and  recom¬ 
mendations,  to  the  appropriate  unit  in 
the  State  educational  agency. 

(c)  In  order  to  afford  State  educa¬ 
tional  agencies  a  reasonable  opportunity 
to  review  and  make  recommendations, 
the  Commissioner  will  not  take  final  ac¬ 
tion  with  regard  to  any  project  applica¬ 
tion  until  30  days  after  the  applicable 
closing  date  established  for  the  filing  of 
project  applications  by  a  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  as  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  xmless  the  State  educa¬ 
tional  agency  agrees  to  a  shorter  review 
period. 

§  126.10  Grants  involving  construction. 

(a)  General  provisions.  (1)  An  ap¬ 
plication,  submitted  under  section  306 
of  the  Act  by  local  educational  agencies 
for  programs  or  projects  which  Involve 
construction,  may  be  approved  by  the 
Commissioner  only  if  it  meets  the  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  of  Subchapter  A  of 
this  chapter  (General  Provisions  for  Of¬ 
fice  of  Education  Programs) ,  in  addition 
to  the  other  applicable  requirements  of 
this  part.  (2)  The  applicant  must  pro¬ 
vide  satisfactory  assurances  required  by 
section  304(a)  (4)  of  the  Act  such  as 
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that  upon  completion  of  the  construc¬ 
tion.  title  to  the  facilities  will  be  in  and 
retained  by  a  State  or  local  educational 
agency,  and  the  btilldlng  will  be  operated 
and  used  for  the  educational  and  related 
purposes  for  which  it  was  constructed 
for  a  period  of  not  less  than  20  years. 
(20  UJS.C.  844(a)  (4).  844b,  847) 

(b)  Recovery  of  payments.  If  within 
20  years  after  the  completion  of  any 
construction  imdertaken  pursuant  to  a 
grant  under  section  306  of  the  Act  (1) 
the  owner  of  the  facility  shall  cease  to 
be  a  State  or  local  educational  agency, 
or  (2)  the  facility  shall  cease  to  be  used 
for  the  educational  and  related  purposes 
for  which  it  was  constructed,  the  United 
States  shall  be  entitled  to  recover  all  or 
a  portion  of  the  Federal  funds  used  to 
p>ay  for  such  construction.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  308 
of  the  Act. 

(20  UJ3.C.  844b,  847) 

OUIDEIJNES,  TriTiE  ni,  ELEMENTARY 
AND  SECONDARY  EDUCATION  ACT,  SEC¬ 
TION  306,  SUPPLEMENTARY  EDUCA¬ 
TIONAL  CENTERS  AND  SERVICES; 
OXnDANCE,  COUNSELING,  AND  TEST- 
mO— SPECIAL  PROGRAMS  AND  PROJ¬ 
ECTS 

Chapteb  I — Introduction 
FART  1 - GUIDELINES 

Sec. 

1.1  Scope  of  guidelines. 

Chapter  II — General  Information  for  the 
Applicant 


permissible  means  of  meeting  a  legal  require¬ 
ment,  the  guidelines  may  be  reUed  upon. 

(20  US.C.  844b,  118  Cong.  Ree.  6086,  8039 
(daUy  ed.  May  23,  1067);  United  State*  v. 
Jefferson  County  Board  of  Education,  372 
F.  2d  836,  857  (1966) ) 

(b)  Where  a  guideUne  is  issued  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  or  affecting  a  provision  in  the 
regulations,  the  pertinent  regulation  will  be 
cited  after  the  citation  of  legal  authority 
for  the  guideline,  in  the  parentheses  follow¬ 
ing  the  guideline.  For  example,  if  the  legal 
authority  for  the  guideline  is  section  306  of 
the  Act  (20  U.S.C.  844b)  and  the  guideline 
affects  S  126.1  of  the  regulations  (45  CFR 
126.1)  the  following  citation  wlU  be  placed 
on  the  line  immediately  following  the  guide¬ 
Une:  (20  U.S.C.  844b);  (45  CFR  126.1).  If 
no  particular  section  of  the  regulations  is 
affected,  no  citation  to  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (CFR)  will  be  made. 

(20  U.S.C.  1232(a) ) 

Chapter  II — General  Information  fob  the 
Applicant 

PART  I — PROGRAM  INFORMATION 

1.1  National  priorities.  PerlodlcaUy,  the 
Office  of  Education  wiU  establish  and  publish 
in  the  Federal  Register  a  number  of  na¬ 
tional  priorities  to  guide  local  education 
agencies  in  their  development  of  projects.  In 
determining  these  priorities,  the  Office  wUl 
consult  such  agencies  as  other  Federal  De¬ 
partments,  State  departments  of  education, 
local  education  agencies,  institutions  of 
higher  education,  educational  policy  groups, 
and  representatives  of  various  minority 
groups.  Some  States  may  wish  to  suggest  pri¬ 
orities  among  these  national  areas  of  con¬ 
cern  to  better  serve  the  particular  Interests 
of  the  State  as  well  as  to  focus  on  national 
needs. 


under  title  ni,  section  806.  This  procedure 
does  not  preclude  the  poesibiUty  at  Joint 
funding  of  a  project  under  both  title  HI 
programs,  in  which  case  separate  projects 
proposed  to  the  Office  of  Education  and  the 
State  education  agency  would  represent  dif¬ 
ferent  segments  of  a  comprehensive  local 
educational  plan. 

(20  U.S.C.  841-47) ;  (45  CFR  126.1, 126.3) 

2.2  State  education  agency  review,  (a) 
Each  State  is  asked  to  (1)  provide  to  the 
Commissioner  comments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  on  projects  submitted  from  that  State, 
and  (2)  rank  in  priority  order  the  most 
promising  projects  for  support. 

(b)  The  local  educational  agency  should 
submit  projects  Involving  the  education  of 
handicapped  children  to  the  State  Director  of 
Special  Education  for  review,  and  his  recom¬ 
mendations  conveyed  to  the  Commissioner, 
together  with  the  recommendations  of  other 
State  agency  staff. 

(20  U.S.C.  844b) ;  (45  CFR  126.9) 

2.3  Final  approval.  During  the  review  of 
the  application  by  the  U.S.  Commissioner 
one  or  more  representatives  of  the  U.S.  Office 
of  Education  (U.S.OJE:.)  may  make  a  site 
visit  to  a  local  education  agency  whose  appli¬ 
cation  has  been  tentatively  selected.  During 
that  visit,  the  U.S.OJE.  representatives  will 
meet  the  local  education  agency  personnel 
and  project  planners  to  review  project  plan¬ 
ning  and  development  or  installation  strat¬ 
egies.  Final  selection  and  funding  will  be 
based  upon  the  application  review  and  the 
findings  of  the  site  visit. 

(20  U.S.C.  844,  844b) ;  (45  CFR  126.8) 

Chapter  III — Program  Design  and 
Management 

PART  1 — MANAGEMENT  PROCESS 


PART  1 — PROGRAM  INFORMATION 

IJl  National  priorities. 

1.2  Planning  considerations. 

1.3  Length  of  project  period. 

PART  2 — ^APPLICATION  PROCESS 

2.1  Federal  and  State  title  m  support. 

2.2  State  education  agency  review. 

22  Final  approval. 

Chapter  III — Program  Design  and  Manage¬ 
ment 

FART  1 — MANAGEMENT  PROCESS 

1.1  Effective  program  management. 

12  Selection  of  the  project  director. 

1.3  Management  functions  of  the  project 

director. 

PART  3 — MANAGEMENT  AND  ACCOUNTABILTTT 

2.1  An  accountability  model. 

22  Particularly  relevant  factors. 

2.3  Factors  receiving  lesser  emphasis. 

PART  3 — DISSEMINATION 

8.1  Importance  of  dissemination. 

32  Linkage  of  evaluation  and  dissemina¬ 
tion. 

8.3  Planning  for  dissemination  of  results. 

3.4  Relationship  with  the  Office  of  Educa¬ 

tion. 

Chapter  I — Introduction 

PART  1 - GUIDELINES 

1.1  Scope  of  guidelines,  (a)  These  guide¬ 
lines  are  recommendations  and  suggestions 
for  meeting  the  legal  requirements  which 
apply  to  Federal  assistance  under  the  Ele¬ 
mentary  and  Secondary  Education  Act,  Title 
m,  section  306.  The  legal  requirements  in¬ 
clude  the  Act  Itself  (20  UR.C.  841-847a)  and 
the  regulations  (45  CFR  126).  The  guidelines 
are  not  to  be  construed  as  requirements. 
However,  where  the  guidelines  set  forth  a 


(20  U.S.C.  843,  844b);  (45  CFR  126.3,  126.8) 

1.2  Planning  considerations,  (a)  Persons 
broadly  representative  of  the  cultural  and 
educational  resources  of  the  area,  Including 
parents  and  youth,  should  participate  in 
planning,  implementing,  and  evaluating 
these  programs.  Parents  of  children  in  the 
projects  mj,y  also  be  directly  served  by 
project  activities,  such  as  by  an  Instructional 
program  related  to  that  of  their  children. 

(20  U.S.C.  844(a),  844(b);  (45  CFR  126.4(b), 
126.8(a)  (2)) 

(b)  Since  the  primary  purpose  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  to  test  the  appropriateness  of  specific 
solutions  to  critical  national  educational 
needs,  each  project  may  choose  to  focus  its 
resources  on  a  limited  number  of  students 
rather  than  try  to  serve  directly  all  students 
who  might  benefit  from  the  project. 

(20  UB.C.  844b  (a) ) ;  (45  CFR  126.3) 

1.3  Length  of  project  period. 

Projects  are  generally  supported  for  peri¬ 
ods  ranging  from  1  to  3  years.  The  determi¬ 
nation  of  the  funding  period  will  be  based 
upon  such  considerations  as  whether  the 
proposed  project  falls  in  the  development  or 
replication  phase  of  educational  Innovation, 
whether  a  given  school  system  and  commu¬ 
nity  are  considered  generally  receptive  or  re¬ 
sistant  to  change  and  the  availability  of  an¬ 
nual  appropriations. 

(20  U.S.C.  844b) ;  (45  CFR  126.3) 

PART  2 — APPLICATION  PROCESS 

2.1  Federal  and  State  Title  III  support. 
Local  education  agencies  intending  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  proposal  for  possible  funding  under 
title  III,  ESEA,  should  make  a  choice  between 
submitting  it  to  the  State  education  agency 
under  the  State  plan  program  of  title  IQ 
or  to  the  Office  of  Education  for  consideration 


1.1  Effective  program  management.  The 
development  of  a  project  in  a  local  educa¬ 
tion  agency  provides  the  opportunity  to  ap¬ 
ply  modern  management  processes.  The  local 
education  agency  should  first  be  firmly  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  development  and  utilization 
of  an  effective  management  system.  Such  a 
system  is  appropriate  regardless  of  the  size 
or  nature  of  the  project,  be  it  limited  in 
scope  and  requiring  a  relatively  low  level  of 
support  or  be  it  comprehensive  and  requiring 
a  large  expenditure  of  funds.  From  a  man¬ 
agement  viewpoint,  it  is  advisable  in  many 
instances  that  the  project  be  viewed  as  a  sub¬ 
system  within  the  total  school  system,  serv¬ 
ing  a  well-defined  target  area  and  requiring 
identified  resources  from  the  local  education 
agency  at  specified  points  during  the  project's 
schedule  of  operation. 

1.2  Selection  of  the  project  director,  (a) 
The  project  director,  i.e.,  the  educational 
manager,  should  be  experienced  in  acting  as 
an  educational  change  agent,  in  stimulating 
people  to  get  things  done,  in  making  deci¬ 
sions,  in  evaluating  educational  programs, 
and  in  using  outside  resources  to  strengthen 
the  school’s  capability  to  solve  educational 
problems. 

(b)  The  project  director  should  also  pos¬ 
sess  managerial  skills  which  will  enable  him 
to  Identify  systematically  the  various  func¬ 
tions  and/or  tasks  comprising  the  project. 
Borrowing  from  or  employing  a  systems- 
anal3rsls  approach,  he  should  take  the  fol¬ 
lowing  steps. 

(1)  Identify  the  problem. 

(2)  Analyze  the  problem. 

(3)  Consider  alternate  solutions. 

(4)  Determine  strategy. 

(5)  Implement  the  project. 

(6)  Evaluate  the  project. 

(c)  Within  the  bc<^  of  overall  school 
policy,  the  project  directs  has  the  task  of 
establishing  both  the  framew(»rk  and  the 
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methodology  for  planning  and  organlzliig. 
Installing  and  operating,  oomnranlcattng,  and 
evaluating  tha  projeot.  TImm  faneMona, 
which  are  deecrtbed  In  detail  hdov,  eotnprlae 
only  one  way  to  eatogorlM  a  manageoMot 
systmn.  Each  project  dlreetor  Aould  deter¬ 
mine  the  managnnent  system  best  suited  to 
his  project  and  the  one  that  win  enaMe  him 
to  act  EucceasfuUy  as  the  <^lsf  corardlnator  ot 
project  actlvlUee.  Effects  to  Identify  a  sult- 
aUe  candidate  for  the  position  of  project 
director  should  be  Initiated  during  the  plan¬ 
ning  i^ase  before  submission  of  the  impli¬ 
cation  In  order  that  the  person  may  be  hired 
as  soon  as  Its  approval  is  announced. 

1.3  Management  functicm$  of  the  project 
director — (a)  Planning  and  organizing.  (1) 

An  initial  concern  of  the  project  director  Is 
the  analysis  of  the  problem.  The  purpose  of 
the  analysis  of  the  problem  Is  the  devel<m- 
ment  of  dear  and  appropriate  objectives 
which  state  what  Should  be  acoompllShed 
and  the  performance  criteria  which  win  be 
used  to  measure  attainment  of  the  objectlvea. 
Section  2.2  (a)  (4)  of  Part  2  of  this  Chapter 
on  Performance  Objectives  explains  their  es¬ 
sential  elements. 

(2)  After  the  initial  needs  assessment  has 
been  conducted  and  objectives  have  been  es¬ 
tablished,  the  project  director  and  project 
planners  shovild  determine  vdiat  components 
and  activities  win  be  needed  to  accomplish 
the  objectives  of  the  project.  Various  man¬ 
agement  tools  can  help  the  project  director 
plan  a  strategy  and  build  an  organization 
for  an  effective  program  Some  <rf  the  man¬ 
agement  tools  currently  used  in  business,  In¬ 
dustry,  and  education  are  Program  Evalua¬ 
tion  and  Review  Techniques  (PERT),  Criti¬ 
cal  Path  Method  (CPM),  and  Line  of  Bal¬ 
ance  (IjOB)  .  Charts  showing  work-breakdown 
structures,  work -flow  netwwks,  staff-line  re¬ 
lationships,  time  lines  (with  milestone  events 
identlfled) ,  and  monthly  rate  of  expenditures 
can  help  planners  anidyze  all  the  constitu¬ 
ent  parts  of  a  project.  These  management 
products  also  serve  as  effective  communica¬ 
tion  media  for  all  personnel  Involved  in  the 
planning  process. 

(b)  JnstaUing  and  operating.  (1)  The 
effective  installation  of  an  Innovative  project 
depends  in  large  measure  on  the  quality  of 
the  planning.  When  planning  la  well  done, 
the  objectives  and  the  proced\ires  and  man¬ 
agement  processes  for  meeting  those  objec¬ 
tives  are  clearly  delineated.  The  project 
director’s  task  then  becomes  that  of  Installing 
and  operating  according  to  the  plans  and 
of  providing  management  declsiona  to  keep 
the  program  moving  toward  Its  stated  ob¬ 
jectives  on  schedule  and  within  cost  limita¬ 
tion.  One  of  the  critical  tasks  oi  the  project 
director  is  staffing  the  positions  provided  for 
by  the  c»ganization  structure.  Management 
activities  Include  appraising  and  selecting 
candidates  fix'  p>osltlons  and  providing  neces¬ 
sary  training  for  personnel.  Project  directors 
should  determine  the  policies  and  procediires 
they  expect  to  follow  for  recruiting,  selecting, 
training,  and  promoting  project  staff 
members. 

(2)  One  of  the  major  causes  of  operational 
delays  is  the  lack  of  proper  facilities  (hous¬ 
ing  and  equipment)  at  the  time  tb^  are 
needed.  Lead  time  must  be  charted  carefully 
for  the  delivery  and  availability  of  each  major 
item  The  execution  erf  the  policies  and  pro- 
cedmes  to  Install  and/or  modify  the  facilities 
should  begin  at  the  earliest  practical  date, 
and  plans  should  be  made  for  facilities  to 
house  the  project  adequately. 

(3)  Timely  decision -making  and  clear  del¬ 
egation  of  dedslon-maklng  authority  are 
other  critical  elements.  The  local  education 
agency  should  clearly  establish  the  extent 
(rf  management  autlaortty  whhffi  has  been 
dtiegated  to  the  project  director  and  proce- 


dxmm  to  Insure  that  the  project  director 
mahrtalrw  sufficient  anthortty  to  manage  the 
project  effeettrely.  Tbs  project  director 
rtMOld  also  establMi  prooednres  through 
which  he  can  taka  prooqit  oociectiee  action 
when  problems  arise  In  project  operation. 

(o)  Communicating.  (1)  The  control  of 
an  operating  program  depends  on  timely, 
relevant,  and  valid  feedback  of  Information 
so  that  problems  can  ha  readily  Identlfled. 
alternate  solutions  considered,  and  decisions 
mads  and  Implemented.  Project  directors 
Should  establish  an  effective  Internal  com- 
mimlcatlon  system  so  that  timely  feedback 
Information  is  reported  by  and  to  project 
staff,  regular  school  staff,  and  the  project 
community  counclL  Tbs  Information-feed- 
back  system  should  be  a  jnrocesa  by  which 
Information  aboTit  past  and  present  perform- 
smees  Is  used  to  Influence  futiire  perform¬ 
ance.  The  communication  system  should 
also  be  linked  to  procedures  for  utilizing  the 
Information. 

(2)  Varlons  reporting  formats  should  be 
developed  to  provide  the  ];m>]ect  director  and 
staff  with  Information  relating  to  the  p»- 
formanoe  objectives,  activity  and  event  se¬ 
quences,  and  schedules  and  costs.  The  im¬ 
ports  may  be  needed  on  a  dally,  weekly, 
monthly,  quarteiiy,  <x  yearly  basis.  They 
should  be  designed  to  show  present  status, 
problem  areas,  and  the  permlsslhle  deviation 
limits.  In  addition  to  an  internal  communi¬ 
cation  system,  the  project  director  khould 
determine  what  types  of  dissemination  tech¬ 
niques  should  be  used  to  Inform  the  larger 
public  of  the  project’s  achievements.  For  ad¬ 
ditional  Information,  see  Part  3  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  on  Dissemination. 

(d)  Evaluating.  The  project  director  la 
responsible  tear  insuring  that  an  adequate 
evaluation  design  has  been  develc^ied  for 
each  project  component  and  for  the  overall 
project  and  that  provisions  have  been  made 
for  timely  feedback  of  evaluation  findings 
to  appropriate  personneL  An  evaluatlcm  of 
the  project  is  necessary  to  determine  bow 
wen  each  component  and  the  entire  project 
function  within  the  established  framework 
of  time,  cost,  and  performance  objectives. 
Section  2.2(a)  (6)  of  Part  2  of  this  Chapter 
below  on  Evaluation  Deelgn  explains  in  de¬ 
tail  the  elements  involved.  In  addition,  {  2.3 
(a)  (6)  of  Part  2  of  this  Chapter  <m  the  Edu¬ 
cational  Program  Audit  explains  the  essen¬ 
tial  elements  of  the  audit  and  Its  relstl<m- 
Bhip  to  the  evaluation. 

(20  DB.C.  844a(h)(2)(b),  844b);  (46  CFB 
126.4(g).  126.10) 

PART  2 — MANAGEMENT  AND  ACCOUNTABILTTT 

2.1  An  aecountahilttg  tnodcL  (a)  Effec¬ 
tive  management  should  etnable  project  plan¬ 
ners  to  design  and  implement  goals  and 
activities  based  on  careful  needs  assessment 
and  to  determine  the  results  achieved  among 
all  project  participants.  AcoountablUty, 
therefore,  depends  upon  good  management. 

(b)’rhls  section  describes  a  quality  control 
(accountability)  model  which  will  enable 
local  education  agencies  to  design  and  Im¬ 
plement  projects  having  specified  goals  and 
the  means  to  determine  their  achievement. 
Eleven  factors  have  been  Identified  in  this 
model  as  worthy  of  consideration  In  Its 
implementation:  community  Involvement, 
teohnlcal  assistance,  assessment  of  needs, 
performance  objectives,  evaluation  design, 
educational  program  audit,  staff  develop¬ 
ment,  change  strategies,  performance  con¬ 
tracting,  perf(xmance  budgeting,  and  cost 
effectiveness. 

2.2  Particularly  relevant  factore.  (a)  Of 
the  eleven  accountability  factors,  those  con¬ 
sidered  particularly  relevant  to  the  develop- 
iDMit  and  in^>lementation  of  an  effective 
management  system  are  as  IoIIowb: 


(I)  Community  Involvement — (1)  Intro- 

The'  OommlsBlonMr  recommends 
that  representatives  of  all  segments  of  the 
community  be  Involved  In  the  pianntne,  de- 
vetopment,  operation,  and  evaluatton  of 
projects  and  that  a  formal  oranmunlty  ooun- 
cU  consisting  of  these  representatives  be 
established  lor  each  project.  The  develop¬ 
ment  of  an  ^ectlve  structure  of  Involve¬ 
ment  will  require  extensive  an/i  careful  plan¬ 
ning  on  the  part  of  each  district.  No  single 
model  Is  approixlats  for  all  districts,  and 
these  guidelines  do  not  pnH>o8e  a  specific 
model.  The  Commissioner  Invitee  the  estab- 
nshment  of  channels  of  oommimlcatloii  be¬ 
tween  the  chairman  of  the  community  coun¬ 
cil  and  the  Office  of  Education  program  ofll- 
cer  regsudlng  any  aspects  of  the  project’s 
development  and  operation. 

(II)  General  community  participation. 
Reco^ttlon  of  the  competence  and  Interest 
of  a  variety  of  groups  both  within  and  out¬ 
side  of  the  schools  In  planning  and  operat¬ 
ing  project  actlvltiee  shotild  result  In  pro¬ 
grams  which  can  best  meet  the  needs  of 
the  target  population  and  sustain  the  Inter¬ 
est  and  support  of  the  community.  The 
degree  to  whlcia  applicants  develop  an  effec¬ 
tive  structure  of  broadly  based  psrtldpatkm 
will  be  an  Important  determinant  In  the 
ultimate  success  or  failure  <rf  their  section 
306  projects.  Special  emphasis  shonld  be 
glvMx  to  plans  for  the  participation  o£ 
students  and  youth.  Encouraging  youth  to 
originate  and  carry  out  Ideas  tor  Increasing 
their  role  and  participation  In  school  and 
community  activities  and  giving  them  oppor¬ 
tunities  to  share  responsibility  with  adults 
and  to  work  with  their  peers  and  adults  In 
a  variety  of  relationships  should  reduce 
student  alienation  from  the  schools. 

(Ml)  Community  council — (o)  Pormation. 

It  is  reccunmended  that  a  formal  community 
council  be  formed  for  each  litis  m.  sec¬ 
tion  306  project  and  that  It  Include  repre¬ 
sentatives  from  each  of  the  following  groups 
In  the  percent  of  the  total  as  Indicated: 

(!)  Appropriate  school  staff — both  In  the 
central  administrative  office  and  within  the 
selected  target  schools  (25  percent) ; 

(2)  Students  and  youth  from  the  poten¬ 
tial  target  population,  and  other  students 
and  youth  considered  to  have  relevant 
knowledge  (25  percent) ;  aiKl 

(3)  Parents  and  other  residents  of  the 
tai^t  area  community.  Including  represent¬ 
atives  of  nonprofit  private  schools  and  other 
I)er8ona  hroei^y  representative  of  the  cul¬ 
tural.  educational,  business  and  government 
resomoes  of  the  area  to  be  served  (50  per¬ 
cent). 

(b)  Membership.  Additional  council  mem- 
ben  may  be  drawn  from  among  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(1)  Community  groups  such  as  social 
agencies,  rellgloxis  Institutions,  youth  or¬ 
ganizations,  local  community  action  groups, 
business  and  labor  organizations,  and  mu¬ 
nicipal  government  offices; 

(2)  Other  Federal  or  State  programs  such 
as  the  Model  Cities  Program  of  the  Depiut- 
ment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development, 
the  Manpower  Training  Program  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor,  and  the  Head  Stsxt,  Fol¬ 
low  Through,  and  Bilingual  Education  Pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare; 

(3)  Colleges  and  universities;  and 

(4)  Business  and  industry. 

(c)  CouncU  size  and  organization.  While 
the  Community  Counefi  must  be  large 
enough  to  r^resent  several  groups  and  inter¬ 
ests,  care  should  be  taken  to  keep  the  mem¬ 
bership  limited  enough  for  efficient  opera¬ 
tion.  A  single  council  will  beet  serve  the  needs 
of  the  project  In  B(Hne  cesee,  pertlculaiiy  to 
small  school  systems,  but  other  patterns  of 
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organization  may  be  necessary  to  allow  direct 
participation  by  larger  numbers  of  pe<^le 
than  Is  possible  with  a  single  council  struc¬ 
ture.  For  example,  an  advisory  council  may 
be  designated  for  each  target  school,  allow¬ 
ing  pcurtlclpatlon  at  the  grass  roots  level  In 
the  planning  and  operation  of  project  activ¬ 
ities  for  particular  schools.  In  turn  the  cen¬ 
tral  council,  composed  of  one  or  more  repre¬ 
sentatives  elected  by  each  of  the  target  school 
councils,  should  be  established  to  coordinate 
the  project  for  all  schools. 

(d)  Selection  of  members.  When  a  school 
district  decides  to  develop  an  application,  It 
should  form  an  ad  hoc  community  council 
on  a  volunteer  or  appointive  basis.  Council 
officers  should  be  selected  by  the  council 
members.  Such  a  group  should  then  be  ap¬ 
propriately  modified,  expanded,  or  established 
through  more  formal  selection  procedures  as 
the  project  is  developed.  One  approach  to 
council  formation  would  be  to  request  that 
groups  of  administrators,  teachers,  parents, 
and  students  select  their  own  representatives 
according  to  procedures  which  they  deter¬ 
mine.  Although  time  consuming,  holding  for¬ 
mal  elections  within  the  community  and  the 
schools  may  be  of  great  value  both  for  the 
experience  gained  by  those  who  plan  and 
conduct  the  elections  and  for  the  widespread 
awareness  of  the  project  which  will  result. 

(e)  Definition  of  roles.  The  roles  of  the 
conununlty  councils  In  project  planning  and 
activities  may  vary  substantially  and  should 
be  defined  In  writing  In  order  that  there  be  a 
clear  understanding  of  the  council  mem¬ 
bers*  functions  and  roles  and  the  extent  of 
their  decision-making  authority  In  such 
areas  as  the  identification  of  the  target  pop¬ 
ulation  and  the  assessment  of  the  needs  of 
that  peculation,  the  determination  of  proj¬ 
ect  priorities,  the  writing  and  review  of  all 
applications  to  be  submitted,  the  selection  of 
project  personnel,  recommendations  for  pro¬ 
gram  changes  once  the  project  is  underway, 
and  evaluation  of  the  operation  and  results 
of  the  project.  The  early  establishment  of 
precise,  written  guidelines  concerning  the 
relationship  of  the  council  to  those  with 
legal  responsibility  for  the  schools,  and  open 
discussion  and  dissemination  of  these  rela¬ 
tionships  will  help  to  avoid  the  misunder¬ 
standings  and  conflicts  which  commonly 
result  from  a  lack  of  clear  definition  of  roles 
and  responsibilities. 

(/)  Council  functions.  Care  should  be 
taken  to  assure  that  the  community  coun¬ 
cils  have  specific  and  meaningful  functions 
during  all  stages  of  project  development 
and  operation.  The  designation  of  these  func¬ 
tions  should  be  arrived  at  through  open 
discussion  between  the  school  district  staff 
responsible  for  project  development  and  the 
council  members.  Each  council  should  play 
an  active  part  in  planning  and  implement¬ 
ing  the  project  rather  than  serving  merely 
to  certify  or  approve  what  has  already  been 
decided  or  accomplished,  and  each  repre¬ 
sentative  should  be  recognized  for  the 
unique  contributions  and  resources  he  can 
bring  to  the  project.  The  following  list  is  sug¬ 
gestive  of  the  possible  variety  and  scope  of 
community  council  functions  and  respon¬ 
sibilities; 

(1)  Assistance  In  program  planning.  In¬ 
cluding  the  identification  of  the  target  pop¬ 
ulation,  the  assessment  of  needs,  and  the 
selection  of  project  activities  and  priorities. 
'The  application  should  be  developed  with 
the  expectation  that  program  Ideas  will 
emerge  from  a  current  examination  and  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  local  problem  by  a  broadly  rep¬ 
resentative  planning  group; 

(2)  Participation  in  the  establishment  of 
criteria  for  the  selection  of  project  personnel 
and  the  interviewing  and  screening  of  pros¬ 
pective  staff  members; 


(3)  Recruitment  of  volunteers  and  assist¬ 
ance  In  the  mobilization  of  community 
resources; 

(4)  Assistance  In  staff  development  pro¬ 
grams  for  project  staff,  school  personnel,  and 
community  representatives; 

(5)  Assistance  in  program  evaluation 
activities; 

(fi)  Service  as  a  channel  for  complaints 
and  suggestions  for  program  Improvements; 

(7)  Assistance  In  the  dissemination  of  In¬ 
formation  about  the  project  throughout  the 
community;  and 

(«)  Coordination  of  the  project  with 
the  entire  local  education  agency,  with  other 
community  groups,  with  professional  organi¬ 
zations,  and  with  public  and  private  agencies. 

(Iv)  Other  approaches  to  community  par¬ 
ticipation — Introduction.  Each  school  dis¬ 
trict  should  also  develop  other  channels  of 
community  Involvement  as  part  of  the  total 
section  306  program  effort.  The  following  il¬ 
lustrations  encompass  only  a  few  of  the  wide 
variety  of  potential  innovations  which  might 
be  included,  as  actual  project  components  to 
be  supported  financially  with  project  funds 
or  which  might  be  coordinated  with  and  sup¬ 
portive  of  other  project  cwjtlvltles. 

(o)  Student  involvement — (1)  Because  a 
major  factor  cited  by  students  for  their  dis¬ 
enchantment  with  school  Is  disinterest  In  a 
curriculum  which  they  view  as  boring  and 
irrelevant,  many  programs  should  focus  on 
curriculum  modification.  Efforts  to  restruc¬ 
ture  curriculum  focus  on  content  and  meth¬ 
odology,  and  these  range  from  the  redesign 
of  existing  courses  and  traditional  subjects 
to  the  Introduction  of  entirely  new  curricu¬ 
lum  areas.  Among  some  of  the  more  promis¬ 
ing  recent  curriculum  efforts  are  those  In 
which  students  have  had  a  major  voice  and 
have  occupied  a  Joint  role  as  both  the  objects 
and  the  agents  of  an  improved  Instructional 
program.  In  some  Instances,  students  are 
serving  as  advisers  to  teachers  and  depart¬ 
ment  heads  responsible  for  curriculum  re¬ 
vision;  while  in  others,  working  closely  with 
teachers  as  resource  persons,  students  them¬ 
selves  have  developed  and  conducted  com¬ 
plete  courses,  selected  the  materials  and 
Instructors,  and  arranged  for  speakers  and 
outside  consultants  to  assist  them. 

(2)  Student  advisory  roles  to  school  facul¬ 
ties,  administrators,  and  boards  of  education 
should  be  an  Integral  part  of  all  section  306 
projects.  They  give  students  a  greater  under¬ 
standing  of  the  complexities  of  school  oper¬ 
ations  and  an  opportunity  to  Identify,  study, 
and  discuss  school  problems,  make  recom¬ 
mendations,  and  help  to  Implement  solu¬ 
tions.  As  part  of  their  responsibilities,  such 
youth  advisers  should  report  their  activities 
through  various  school  media  and  thus  help 
to  create  a  better  Informed  and  more  con¬ 
cerned  student  body. 

(3)  Additional  opportunities  for  student 
participation  In  school  and  community-re¬ 
lated  experiences  can  be  provided  through 
work-study  programs.  In  addition  to  local 
businesses  and  Industries,  project  planners 
should  consider  community  agencies,  munic¬ 
ipal  government  offices,  and  the  schools 
themselves  as  potential  placement  sources  for 
student  training,  work  experience,  and  part- 
time  paid  positions.  Within  the  schools,  stu¬ 
dents  should  serve  as  classroom  and  library 
aides,  tutors  to  other  students,  assistants  In 
the  operation  of  school  stores  and  after¬ 
school  and  evening  study  groups  or  recre¬ 
ation  centers,  and  apprentices  In  the  build¬ 
ing  maintenance,  food,  clerical,  and  audio¬ 
visual  supportive  services. 

(b)  Involvement  of  parents  and  other 
adult  community  residents.  (!)  Parents  and 
other  adult  residents  of  the  community 
should  similarly  be  given  opportunities  for 


program  participation  in  addition  to  their 
representation  on  the  community  council. 
Many  of  the  roles  suggested  for  students — 
participating  in  curriculum  development  and 
serving  as  advisers  and  consultants  to  teach¬ 
ers,  administrators,  and  school  boards,  and 
disseminating  their  activities  to  the  com¬ 
munity — are  equally  appropriate  for  all 
adults,  while  other  activities  are  suited 
uniquely  to  the  Interests  and  resources  of 
parents. 

(2)  Interaction  between  parents  and  proj¬ 
ect  staff — in  homes,  classrooms,  and  else¬ 
where — can  help  parents  learn  how  they 
may  best  support  and  Infiuence  their  chil¬ 
dren’s  education  by  reinforcing  the  goals 
of  the  prpgram.  Such  Interaction,  accom¬ 
plished  through  home  visits,  orientation  ses¬ 
sions,  workshops,  and  other  methods,  assists 
the  project  staff  In  becoming  more  respon¬ 
sive  to  the  needs  and  goals  of  the  parents 
and  community  and  In  becoming  more  able 
to  translate  their  goals  into  project  activities. 

(3)  Instructional  activities  should  be  open 
to  parent  observers  at  reasonable  and  con¬ 
venient  times,  and  parents  should  be  en¬ 
couraged  to  observe  classes  periodically 
during  the  school  year.  Some  activities  might 
be  conducted  In  the  evening  so  that  parents 
who  work  during  the  day  may  have  an 
opportunity  to  observe  the  project  in  oper¬ 
ation.  Parental  Involvement  should  also  take 
the  form  of  educational  programs  designed 
to  familiarize  parents  with  the  school  cur¬ 
riculum  or  with  specific  project  activities 
and  to  Instruct  them  In  the  use  of  materials 
and  techniques  by  which  they  might  sxip- 
plement  and  reinforce  their  children’s  class¬ 
room  instruction  at  home. 

(4)  Paraprofessional  roles  for  parents  and 
other  adults  serve  to  provide  additional  Job 
opportunities  within  a  project  target  area 
and  to  strengthen  rapport  between  the 
schools  and  community.  Most  Important, 
however,  are  the  direct  benefits  to  students, 
since  community  residents  employed  as  para- 
professions  may  be  highly  effective  in  com¬ 
municating  with  students.  Appropriate  func¬ 
tions  for  paraprofessionals  In  projects  may 
Include  services  to  both  students  and  par¬ 
ents,  such  as  handling  attendance  and 
health  problems.  Interpreting  the  school 
program  to  the  community,  encouraging  in¬ 
creased  parental  visits  to  the  schools  and 
participation  In  school  activities,  helping 
parents  to  find  community  and  agency  re¬ 
source  assistance  In  solving  family  problems, 
assisting  classroom  teachers,  counseling  and 
tutoring  students,  and  organizing  and  super¬ 
vising  field  trips  and  other  school  day  and 
after-school  activities. 

(2)  Technical  assistance — (1)  Introduc¬ 
tion.  “Technical  assistance”  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  discussion  is  the  use  of  other 
resources  than  those  of  the  applicant  to 
provide  expertise  in  such  areas  as  planning, 
developing,  managing,  operating,  evaluating, 
and  disseminating  Information.  The  use  of 
such  outside  resources  in  these  areas  Is  a 
local  decision;  the  use  of  technical  assistance 
in  conducting  an  educational  audit  of  the 
project  is  extremely  Important.  The  purpose 
of  the  use  of  outside  resources  is  to  help 
the  local  education  agency  strengthen  its 
capabilities  to  achieve  the  performance  ob¬ 
jectives  stated  In  Its  proposed  project. 

(11)  Resources  for  technical  assistance. 
Technical  assistance  may  be  provided  by 
Industry,  business,  labor,  private  and  non¬ 
private  organizations,  colleges  and  univer¬ 
sities,  service  clubs,  community  service 
groups,  regional  educational  laboratories, 
research  and  development  centers.  State  ed¬ 
ucation  agencies,  other  local  education 
agencies,  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education,  other 
Federal  agencies,  employment  bureaus,  and 
other  groups  or  organizations  with  the 
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needed  expertise.  Because  of  their  familiar¬ 
ity  with  Improved  technlquee  of  manage¬ 
ment  and  quality  contrt^  business  and  In¬ 
dustrial  resources  may  be  particularly  help¬ 
ful  to  local  education  agencies  In  Improving 
their  program  management  operations. 

(lU)  Determining  the  need  for  technical 
assistance,  (a)  The  assessment  of  local  edu¬ 
cation  agency  resources  few  the  development 
and  implementation  of  an  educational  pro¬ 
gram  Is  a  continuous  and  essential  respem- 
slbtllty  of  program  planners.  The  skill  with 
which  the  program  planners  determine  where 
technical  assistance  Is  needed  and  who  will 
be  selected  to  provide  It  Is  as  important  as  the 
contribution  of  a  technical  assistance  agency. 

(b)  The  needs  assessment,  for  example, 
may  Indicate  that  special  efforts  beyond  the 
capability  of  the  local  schoed  system  should 
be  made  by  an  outside  group  in  areas  such 
as  the  following:  Improving  the  Instructional 
program,  strengthening  the  school  manage¬ 
ment  system,  strengthening  the  staff’s  ability 
to  write  measurable  and  relevant  objectives, 
and  developing  effective  Instruments  and 
evaluation  designs  for  programs.  In  clarify¬ 
ing  the  areas  where  technical  assistance  Is 
needed,  the  local  education  agency  sho\ild 
define  each  problem,  state  the  performance 
objectives  to  be  achieved,  and  describe  the 
general  scope  of  the  work  Involved.  Once  this 
Is  done  for  each  problem,  the  local  educa¬ 
tion  agency  will  be  able  to  determine  more 
effectively  the  priorities  among  the  various 
problem  areas  and  separate  those  which  will 
require  outside  technical  assistance  from 
those  which  can  be  handled  through  the  use 
of  local  resources. 

(iv)  Contract  for  technical  assistance,  (a) 
Local  education  agencies  seeking  to  secure 
technlc€d  assistance  often  find  it  advisable 
to  arrange  ftw  services  to  be  provided  uiKler 
a  pwformance  contract.  Through  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  perfommnee  specifications,  the 
local  education  agency  Introduces  another 
aspect  of  accountability  Into  project  man¬ 
agement.  Emphasis,  as  the  term  “perform¬ 
ance  contracting”  implies,  is  placed  upon  the 
goals  attained,  output — rath^  than  solely 
on  the  procedures  used.  Inputs.  P^ormanoe 
contract  can  be  developed  using  noncom¬ 
petitive  or  competitive  procedures.  As  In  any 
contracts  made  by  the  local  educational 
agency,  these  contracts  must  comply  with 
State  and  local  contracting  requirements. 

(b)  Using  noncompetitive  procedures,  the 
local  education  agency  selects  the  speclfto 
consultant  or  agency  directly.  Depending  on 
the  scope  of  work  needed,  a  request  for  tech¬ 
nical  assistance  may  take  the  form  d  a  letter 
to  a  consultant  or  agency  which  states  the 
local  education  agency's  requirements.  The 
written  agreements  between  the  local  educa¬ 
tion  agency  and  consultant  or  agency  regard¬ 
ing  the  local  education  agency's  requirements 
and  the  work  ot  the  consultant  or  agency  and 
his  fee  become  the  performance  contract. 

(c)  A  more  detailed  formal  contract  may 
be  preferred  In  securing  services  of  outside 
Individuals  or  agencies.  Such  a  contract  be¬ 
tween  the  local  education  agency  and  the 
oontractee  should  Incorporate  the  essential 
elements  described  In  section  S.2(b)  (2)  (iv) 

(d)  of  this  Part  and  Chapter,  of  the  agency's 
response  to  a  Request  for  Proposals.  Examples 
of  formal  contracting  without  the  use  of  com¬ 
petitive  bidding  might  Include  educational 
program  audit  or  Inservlce  training  by  an 
institution  of  higher  education. 

(d)  If  the  scope  of  work  Is  extensive,  as  Is 
more  typical  with  the  utUlzatlon  of  a  techni¬ 
cal  assistance  agency,  the  local  agency  In¬ 
vites  bids  by  competitive  procedures  through 
a  Request  for  Proposals  (RPP) .  The  Request 
for  F^posals  states  In  a  more  formal  way 
(1)  the  local  education  agency  require¬ 


ments,  and  (2)  the  manner  tn  which  the 
local  educatkNi  ageswy  wants  the  proposals 
or  bids  submitted  by  the  various  technical 
assistance  agencies. 

(V)  Selecting  technical  assistance,  (a)  Lo¬ 
cal  education  agencies  should  Insure  that 
any  technical  assistance  obtained  is  fur¬ 
nished  Iqr  reputable  contraeUws.  When  a  lo¬ 
cal  education  agency  la  considering  a  par¬ 
ticular  technical  assistance  group,  the 
agency  should  request  the  names  of  previ¬ 
ous  <dlent8  and  contact  thslr  representatives 
to  gain  an  assessment  the  organization's 
past  performance  In  similar  tasks.  Moreover, 
program  planners  should  examine  the  capa¬ 
bilities  of  prospective  technical  assistance 
group>s  In  terms  at  the  following: 

(f)  Evidence  of  staff  expertise  In  the  Job 
area  (r^sum^s  should  provide  specific  Infor¬ 
mation  ccmcemlng  the  background  and  ex¬ 
perience  of  pM^nnel  assigned  to  the  con¬ 
tract  work) .  The  technical  assistance  agency 
should  Indicate  the  availability  at  those  per¬ 
sonnel.  giving  evidence  of  staff  stability, 
experience,  and  performance  which  would 
tend  to  Insure  successful  ccHnpletion  of  the 
contract  terms  and  condltlcMis;  and 

(2)  Evidence  of  cost  effectiveness  In  terms 
of  the  end  products  and  services  provided. 

(b)  The  local  educatlcm  agency  should 
also  give  consideration  to  the  following: 

(f)  Degree  to  which  the  technical  assist¬ 
ance  agencf  proposes  to  involve  the  people 
to  be  affected  by  its  services.  AH  too  often 
the  acceptability  of  the  agency's  services  is 
Jeopardized  by  the  Isolatkm  of  the  technical 
assistance  sp^allsts  from  the  p^^ns  who 
will  Implement  their  Ideas  and  recommenda¬ 
tions.  Technical  assistance  personnel  should 
be  provided  wlUi  adequate  Information 
about  the  achoed  system,  and  the  project 
should  have  sufficient  time  to  study  the  prob¬ 
lems  before  rectunmendatlons  are  made; 

(2)  Degree  to  which  the  technical  assist¬ 
ance  group  proposes  to  adapt  its  program  to 
meet  local  needs.  A  pitfall  to  avoid  Is  adop¬ 
tion  of  a  “ready-made**  program  which  has 
worked  in  another  location.  Representatives 
eff  the  technical  assistance  group  should  In¬ 
dicate  that  they  will  carefully  examine  local 
conditions  and  modify  the  program  as  nec¬ 
essary;  and 

(3)  Degree  to  which  the  local  education 
agency  wiU  retain  supervision  over  project 
activities.  If  the  technical  assistance  group 
Is  going  to  contribute  heavily  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  cm#  or  more  compo¬ 
nent  activities,  tbs  local  education  agency 
Shan  maintain  ultimata  declslon-maklng 
contred  over  the  project.  Essential  Initial 
conslderatlcms  are  the  qualifications  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  selection  of  the  project  director 
and  the  development  of  a  jrian  for  building 
In  staff  capability  to  assume  complete  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  project  operation. 

(3)  Assessment  of  needs — (1)  Preparation. 
A  jM-erequlsite  to  the  conduct  of  a  local 
needs  assessment  is  an  assessment  by  tba 
school  district  of  its  resource  ciq>ablUty  to 
perform  that  function.  Provision  should  be 
made  to  aasuza  the  availability  of  adequate 
resources  within  the  local  district;  or  con¬ 
sideration  should  be  given  to  obtaining  out¬ 
side  asslstfinoe  within  existing  constraints  of 
time,  funds,  and  personnel  available. 

(11)  Assessment  as  a  continuing  process. 
The  assessment  of  needs  Is  a  continuing 
process  which  Is  vital  to  several  stages  of  the 
planning  and  operatlcm  of  a  project.  Because 
the  application  must  refiect  a  careful  analysis 
of  needs  for  the  proposed  program,  an  Ini¬ 
tial  needs  assessment  should  be  conducted 
prior  to  Its  submission.  In  those  districts 
selected  for  title  III,  section  800  support, 
there  will  undoubtedly  be  a  need  for  con¬ 
tinuous  examination  and  interpretation  of 
existing  Information  concerning  the  target 


group  or  educational  Issue.  Whatever  the 
proo^ures  and  approaches  adopted  by  tbs 
local  dtstrlot  In  tta  Investigation  of  the  target 
group  or  IssiM,  the  assessment  of  needs 
should  result  In  Information  whltdi  enables 
project  planners  to  devtiop  relevant  program 
actlvHlea  and  priorities  demonstrating  a  di¬ 
rect  relationship  between  the  Identified 
causes  of  the  problem  and  Its  proposed  cures. 
Provision  for  a  continuous  assessment  of 
needs,  and  procediirea  for  the  Implementa¬ 
tion  of  program  modlflctttlons  shown  to  be 
appropriate  as  a  result  of  continuous  needs 
assessment,  ^oiild  be  incorpated  Into  the 
ongoing  project.  The  assessment  of  needs 
should  be  viewed  as  a  dynamic  process,  as 
critical  to  the  operational  stages  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  as  to  the  Initial  planning  of  It. 

(Ill)  Related  resources.  Several  resources 
will  he  avaUcible  to  the  planning  group  In 
carrying  out  Its  work.  One  of  the  first  tasks 
of  the  group  might  he  an  examination  of 
existing  programs,  research,  and  literature 
pertinent  to  the  target  group  or  educational 
issue  under  consideration. 

(Iv)  Local  studies.  The  planning  commit¬ 
tee  should  identify  and  review  relevant  In¬ 
formation  on  the  local  situation.  The  statiis 
of  local  needs  assessments  win.  of  course, 
vary  substantlany  In  Individual  districts,  de¬ 
pending  on  the  target  group  or  Issue  upon 
which  the  inx>poaed  project  wlU  focus.  Most 
districts  have  canslderahle  data  which,  with 
some  updating  and  expansion,  can  serve  as 
the  basis  tor  planning  a  project  focusing,  for 
example.  In  the  area  of  reading.  Whfie  dis¬ 
tricts  have  access  to  adequate  Information 
from  national  research  and  studies  concern¬ 
ing  disadvantaged  client  groups,  they  may 
lack  sufficient  data  concerning  the  needs  of 
the  disadvantaged  children  In  their  commu¬ 
nity.  Still  other  districts,  which  may  choose 
to  design  a  project  dealing  with  more  re¬ 
cently  recognized  problems  such  as  ecological 
education  or  student  dissent  may  find  that 
the  existing  daita  on  these  topics  are  Inade- 
qiiate  and  Inconsistent,  since  awareness  of 
these  concerns  at  tbs  national  level  has  only 
reecntly  emerged.  Current  Information  re¬ 
garding  the  local  situation  may  therefore  be 
almost  nonexistent.  Few  those  areas  where 
information  is  \inavallable  locally,  a  survey 
sample  may  provide  valuable  Insights  Into 
the  nature  and  scope  of  the  proMem. 

(v)  Interpretation  of  information.  Tbe  fol¬ 
lowing  suggestions  may  be  h^ful  to  those 
districts  In  the  procese  of  reviewing  and 
Interpreting  Information  gathered  previously 
and  to  those  districts  which  will  conduct 
now  surveys  and  studies  during  the  plan¬ 
ning  period: 

(а)  Distinction  between  causes  and  symp¬ 
toms.  Particular  care  should  be  taken  to  as¬ 
sure  that  surveys  provide  the  Information 
necessary  to  distinguish  between  the  causes 
and  symptoms  a  proUem. 

(б)  Sources  of  information.  Surveys  based 
on  as  broad  a  sampling  of  opinion  as  possl- 
Me  are  needed.  Since  Information  compiled 
only  from  the  viewpoint  of  teachers,  admln- 
IstratcwB,  or  other  school  district  personnel 
may  have  too  limited  a  perspective  to  serve 
as  the  basis  for  planning  a  comprehensive 
program,  loocd  studies  shoiild  also  include 
the  views  of  community  representatives  and 
agei:u:les.  parents,  students  and  client  group 
members  or  former  members  where  fq>pro- 
pfiata.  Any  discrepancies  In  viewpoint  re¬ 
vealed  through  a  broad  sampling  may  them- 
selvea  be  Importcmt  Indicators  of  the  naturs 
of  the  proMem  and  should  be  known  to  the 
project  planners. 

(c)  Selection  of  interviewers.  Care  should 
be  taken  to  assure  that,  where  appropriate, 
personal  Interviews  are  conducted  by  those 
to  whom  the  various  groups  being  ques¬ 
tioned  will  respond  meet  openly  and  that 
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those  being  Interviewed  ere  assured  that 
the  Information  they  give  Is  confidential. 

(4)  Performance  obfectives — (1)  Weed  for 
measurable  objectives.  Accoimtablllty  for 
project  accomplishments  rests  heavily  on 
the  degree  to  which  such  accomplishments 
can  be  validly  measured.  But  the  adequacy 
of  the  measurement  process  In  turn  depends 
upon  project  planners*  skill  In  determining 
and  framing  project  objectives.  Too  often, 
objectives  are  stated  In  loose,  general  lan¬ 
guage  with  the  result  that  their  meaning 
Is  subject  to  a  variety  of  Interpretations.  A 
clear  statement  of  objectives  Identifying  de¬ 
cide  types  of  performances  to  be  measured 
Is  therefore  an  essential  task  facing  project 
planners. 

(11)  Types  of  performance  objectives.  Per- 
lormance  objectives  In  an  educational  pro¬ 
gram  are  precise  statements  of  anticipated 
project  goals  In  terms  of  behaviors,  out¬ 
comes,  or  material  Items  which  can  be 
validly  measured.  For  purposes  of  project 
planning,  p>erformanoe  objectives  should  be 
oonsldereid  for  three  distinct  areas  of  pro¬ 
gram  design — operational  products,  instruc¬ 
tional  or  operational  processes,  and  manage¬ 
ment  processes.  Product  refers  to  a  behav¬ 
ior-cognitive,  affective,  or  psychomotor — or 
a  material  Item  such  as  a  curriculum  guide 
or  a  list  of  available  vocational  opportunities 
for  a  work-study  program.  Process  Is  the 
means  by  which  a  product  oc  series  of  prod¬ 
ucts  Is  obtained. 

(ill)  Clements  of  an  objective.  In  ap¬ 
proaching  the  develop>ment  of  performance 
objectives,  program  planners  should  consider 
the  following  five  elements  for  an  adequately 
defined  performance  objective. 

(a)  Identification  of  the  Individual  or 
group  that  will  perform  the  desired  behavior 
Is  the  first  step  In  developing  a  performance 
objective. 

(b)  Identification  of  the  behavior  to  be 
demonstrated  or  product  to  be  developed  is 
the  second  essential  element.  The  behavior 
should  be  described  as  precisely  as  possible 
as  an  action  or  a  product  that  can  be 
observed. 

(c)  The  primary  conditions  under  which 
the  performance  Is  expected  to  be  measured  is 
a  third  consideration.  Conditions  might  In¬ 
clude  restrictions  placed  upon  the  project 
participant  during  the  performance  of  speci¬ 
fied  behaviors,  such  as  the  time  Imposed  on 
a  student  In  a  test-taking  situation.  Con¬ 
versely,  conditions  might  refer  to  supporting 
services  which  would  be  available  as  resources 
to  assist  In  the  attainment  of  the  anticipated 
behavior  or  product. 

(d)  A  fourth  element  Is  the  minimum  level 
of  acceptable  performance.  This  step  Is  criti¬ 
cal  and  poses  many  problems  for  program 
planners.  Not  only  Is  there  an  element  of 
risk  Involved  in  predicting  what  a  program 
will  accomplish,  but  there  Is  need  for  con¬ 
siderable  care  In:  (a)  Establishing  the  per¬ 
formance  standard  through  an  analysis  of 
past  experience  or  research  data,  and  (b) 
determining  and  collecting  baseline  data 
(data  on  existing  status  of  performance  or 
programs).  Without  adequate  baseline  data, 
predictions  become  trlal-and-error  guesswork. 

(e)  Closely  related  to  the  establishment  of 
a  minimum  level  of  acceptable  performance 
Is  the  means  or  Instrument  which  will  be 
used  to  measure  the  expected  performance  or 
terminal  behavior,  the  fifth  essential  ele¬ 
ment  of  a  performance  objective. 

(5)  Evaluation  design — (1)  The  quality  of 
the  design.  A  comprehensive  evaluation  de¬ 
sign  through  which  the  school  system  can 
assess  the  degree  to  which  the  project  ob¬ 
jectives  have  been  achieved  should  be  de¬ 
veloped  as  an  Integral  part  of  an  overall  pro¬ 
gram  design.  The  purpose  of  the  evaluation 
Is  to  determine  how  well  each  component 
and  the  entire  project  function  within  the 


established  frtunework  of  time,  cost,  and  ob¬ 
jectives.  If  well  planned  and  operated,  the 
evaluation  system  should  result  In  Infmmia- 
tlon  which  communicates  clearly  whether 
the  standards  of  performance  specified  In  the 
objectives  have  been,  met  to  a  degree  greater 
than,  equal  to,  or  less  than  the  predeter¬ 
mined  standards  and  why.  The  task  of  de¬ 
signing  the  evaluation  plan  Is  both  com¬ 
plex  and  multlfacted.  Each  component 
and  the  total  project  will  entail  the  evalua¬ 
tion  of  product,  operational  process,  and 
management  process  goals. 

(11)  Staffing  needs.  As  one  of  his  primary 
management  responsibilities,  the  project  di¬ 
rector  should  oversee  the  design  and  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  evaluation  plan.  Many  dis¬ 
tricts  will  find  It  necessary  to  hire  consult¬ 
ants  or  to  seek  the  help  of  an  outside  tech¬ 
nical  Eissistance  group  for  the  planning. 
Installation,  or  operation  of  the  evaluation 
system,  particularly  If  the  program  requires 
newly  developed  Instruments  or  techniques. 

(ill)  Nonpublic  school  participants.  Care¬ 
ful  consideration  should  also  be  given  to  the 
evaluation  of  these  areas  as  they  apply  to 
the  nonpublic  school  participants.  *1110  eval¬ 
uation  design  should  Identify  those  objec¬ 
tives  that  pertain  to  them,  particularly  If 
they  differ  from  those  formulated  for  public 
school  participants. 

(iv)  Elements  of  the  evaluation  plan.  Five 
important  elements  to  Include  In  an  evalu¬ 
ation  design  are  sus  follows: 

(o)  Performance  objectives.  The  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  evaluation  design  Is  linked  to  de¬ 
velopment  of  performance  objectives.  If  per¬ 
formance  objectives  have  been  developed 
properly  both  for  product  outcomes  and  for 
operational  and  management  processes,  a 
major  part  of  the  task  has  been  accom¬ 
plished;  the  expected  behaviors,  the  measure¬ 
ment  instruments,  the  conditions  of  meas¬ 
urement,  and  the  minimum  levels  of  accept¬ 
able  performance  will  have  been  specified 
within  the  objectives.  Following  a  careful  re¬ 
view  of  the  objectives  to  verify  that  each  one 
contains  the  minimum  essential  elements, 
those  persons  responsible  for  designing  the 
evaluation  should  assist  the  project  planners 
In  strengthening  any  objectives  which  re¬ 
quire  greater  specificity,  refinement,  or  the 
addition  of  omitted  elements. 

(b)  Measurement  instruments  and  tech¬ 
niques.  (I)  Ihe  evaluation  Instrument  for 
each  objective  should  be  Identified  and  de¬ 
scribed  briefly.  Standardized  tests,  question¬ 
naires,  rating  scales.  Interviews,  observation 
schedules,  and  Interest  Inventories  may  be 
among  the  Instruments  selected.  It  Is  of 
critical  Importance  that  the  Instrviments  be 
matched  as  closely  as  possible  to  the  objec¬ 
tives  and  that  the  validity  and  reliability 
of  each  Instrument  have  been  ascertained 
prior  to  its  use.  If  new  Instruments  are  to  be 
developed,  a  plan  for  their  design  and  pre¬ 
testing  should  be  Included. 

(2)  The  baseline  data  requirements  should 
be  considered  as  the  Instruments  are  se¬ 
lected,  since  the  validity  of  the  evaluation 
process  may  be  affected  If  the  appropriate 
prerequisite  data  on  the  target  population 
are  not  secured  or  available  at  the  beginning 
of  the  program.  Baseline  data  on  ability  and 
achievement  levels,  eocloeconomlc  status,  at¬ 
titudes,  and  other  characteristics  of  project 
participants  will  be  needed  In  most  cases 
for  accurate  measurement  of  the  attainment 
of  project  performance  objectives.  The  proc¬ 
ess  of  establishing  baseline  data  Is  a  task 
of  some  magnitude  and  requires  skill  on  the 
part  of  the  project  planners.  Questions  of 
appropriateness  to  objectives,  recency  of  col¬ 
lection,  sensitivity  or  responsiveness  to  short¬ 
term  change,  reliability  and  objectivity  of 
data,  and  comparability  of  data-gatherlng 
situations  are  some  of  the  considerations 


which  program  planners  should  take  Into 
account  as  they  design  their  evaluation. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  process  evaluation,  pro¬ 
gram  planners  should  consider  at  least  the 
following  three  approaches  toward  estab¬ 
lishing  a  standard  against  which  operationai 
and  management  processes  can  be  measured : 
Does  the  process  exist?  Is  the  process  the 
most  effective  one  known  as  compared  with 
the  best  practice,  determined  by  recognized 
authorities?  Is  the  process  more  effective 
than  similar  processes  used  in  other  school 
system  projects  or  operations? 

{4)  The  evaluation  techniques  should  also 
be  specified  clearly.  Those  who  design  the 
evaluation  should  determine  whether  tra¬ 
ditional  pretest  and  posttest  techniques 
should  be  used  to  measure  some  of  the  ob¬ 
jectives,  for  example*  and  If  so,  on  what 
basis  the  scores  and  ratings  will  be  evalu¬ 
ated. 

(c)  Data  collection  procedures.  The  plan 
for  the  collection  of  evaluation  data  should 
cover  a  specified  period  of  time  and  should 
Include  the  complete  evaluation  schedule, 
the  target  populations  to  be  measured, 
those  responsible  for  arranging  and  admin¬ 
istering  the  measurements,  and  any  condi¬ 
tions  of  measurement  not  specified  in  the 
objectives.  Procedures  for  the  selection  and 
training  of  testers,  observers,  or  interviewers 
should  be  described.  Charts  and  diagrams 
may  prove  to  be  helpful  tools  in  the  plan¬ 
ning  and  organization  of  data  collection 
procedures. 

(d)  Data  analysis  techniques.  The  data 
analysis  techniques  to  be  used  by  the  proj¬ 
ect  evaluator  should  be  specified  and  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  evaluation  plan.  In  addition 
to  Indicating  the  statistical  tests  which  will 
be  applied  and  the  types  of  comparisons  and 
correlations  to  be  drawn,  the  plan  should 
reflect  adjustments  for  such  considerations 
as  possible  differential  effects  of  program 
treatments,  the  bases  for  assumed  equiva¬ 
lencies  among  groups,  and  pertinent  exter¬ 
nal  factors  which  might  affect  program  re¬ 
sults. 

(c)  Data  analysis  presentation,  (f)  The 
evaluator  should  outline  his  procedures  for 
presenting  the  results  of  data  analysis  to 
project  personnel,  specifying  the  schedule, 
format,  and  recipients  of  his  reports;  and 

(2)  The  project  director  should  see  that 
a  plan  is  included  for  the  dissemination 
of  the  results  of  project  evaluation  to  the 
staff  and  the  community.  This  plan  also 
should  include  a  schedule  and  should  iden¬ 
tify  the  Individuals  and  groups  who  will  re¬ 
ceive  information,  the  form  in  which  it  will 
be  presented,  and  the  staff  members  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  presentations.  As  the  project 
planners  develop  such  a  plan,  they  should 
consider  the  U.S.O.E.  reporting  require¬ 
ments,  the  degree  to  which  the  procedures 
will  provide  a  feedback  system  to  enable 
appropriate  program  modifications  based  on 
the  evaluation  results,  and  the  critical  im¬ 
portance  of  providing  the  local  community, 
particularly  the  community  council  and 
those  affected  by  project  activities,  with 
timely  Information  about  the  status  of  the 
program. 

(v)  Problems  in  evaluation  design.  As  in 
other  areas  of  project  management,  project 
planners  are  exposed  to  a  number  of  pitfalls 
In  developing  an  evaluation  system.  Previous 
experiences  indicate  that  project  planners 
should  devote  special  efforts  to  overcoming  or 
avoiding  the  following  problems: 

(a)  Fitting  objectives  to  available  instru¬ 
ments.  Project  planners  may  find  themselves 
designing  program  objectives  around  evalua¬ 
tion  Instruments  which  are  well  known  and/ 
or  easily  accessible.  As  a  consequence  of 
limited  exposure  to  different  kinds  of  evalua¬ 
tion  techniques  and  scarcity  of  loohlly  devel¬ 
oped  Instruments,  planners  may  find  that 
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types  and  amounts  of  baseline  data  are 
limited.  Confronted  with  such  a  situation, 
pianners  are  constrained  from  establishing 
specific  performance  objectives  based  upon 
an  analysis  ot  needs  assessment  data.  Project 
planners  should  make  every  effc«^  to  devel<^ 
or  identify  a  broad  and  appropriate  set  of  in¬ 
struments  rather  than  reject  the  objectives 
as  unmeasurable  or  partly  measurable. 

(b)  Sensitivity  of  instruments.  Evaluation 
Instruments  should  also  meet  certain  condi¬ 
tions.  Undoubtedly,  one  of  the  most  critical 
conditions  is  sensitivity  to  incremental 
change.  Project  plarmers  should  give  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  evaluation  Instrument’s  respon¬ 
siveness  to  short-term  changes.  In  some  in¬ 
stances,  product  and  process  objectives  may 
be  evaluated  satisfactorily  on  a  yearly  basis. 
In  others,  evaluation  techniques  may  require 
more  frequent  application.  Still  another  eval¬ 
uation  plan  may  be  warranted  when  interim 
products  are  expected,  such  as  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  an  Instrument  to  identify  potential 
low  achievers  within  the  first  3  months  of 
project  op>eration  or  changes  in  teacher  skills 
as  a  result  of  a  training  program  lasting 
several  weeks. 

(c)  Feasibility  of  instrument  usage.  A 
nvunber  of  problems  relate  to  the  Issue  of  in¬ 
strument  feasibility,  but  many  can  be 
avoided  if  project  planners  give  attention  to 
the  development  of  a  comprehensive  evalua¬ 
tion  design.  Timing  is  one  fundamental  con¬ 
sideration.  If  an  instrvunent  needs  to  be 
developed  locally,  a  time  allowance  should  be  , 
made  lor  determining  its  validity  and  relia¬ 
bility  before  it  is  utilized  in  project  evalua¬ 
tion.  Attention  should  also  be  paid  to  the 
spacing  of  evaluation  measures  and  to  the 
time  consumed  in  the  administration  of  the 
Instrument  by  staff  members  with  evaluation 
responsibilities. 

(vl)  Evaluation  design  summary  chart. 
This  display  of  the  evaluation  design  in  chart 
form  will  serve  several  useful  purposes.  It 
will  readily  pinpoint  critical  evaluation  dates 
for  both  the  evaluator  and  the  project  direo- 
tor.  In  addition,  it  will  facilitate  a  review  of 
the  comprehensiveness  of  the  design.  The 
chart  would  also  be  of  substantial  value  to  an 
educational  auditor  in  developing  his  audit 
plan.  It  would  normally  be  completed  Jointly 
by  the  project  director  and  project  evaluator. 

(6)  Educational  program  audit — (i) 
Introduction.  The  educational  program  audit 
is  suggested  as  a  means  to  validate  the  evalu¬ 
ation  of  an  educational  project.  It  is  an  ex¬ 
ternal  review  conducted  by  qualified  outside 
technical  personnel  who  are  not  directly  in¬ 
volved  in  the  planning  or  operation  of  the 
project.  The  audit  is  designed  to  assess  the 
appropriateness  of  evaluation  procedures  for 
determining  the  effectiveness  of  program  op¬ 
eration  and  management,  and  to  verify  the 
results  of  the  evaluation  of  an  educational 
program.  Assuming  that  the  evaluation  is 
complete,  relevant,  and  valid  and  that  it  in¬ 
cludes  procedures  for  assessing  product, 
process,  and  program  management,  an  educa¬ 
tional  audit  will  not  often  report  to  the  local 
administrators  any  outcomes  which  they 
do  not  already  know.  Instead,  the  audit  will 
provide  an  added  measure  of  objectivity  for 
the  conclusions  reached  through  the  evalua¬ 
tion  process.  The  audit  may  also  identify 
weaknesses  in  the  evaluation  procedures  and 
offer  ideas  for  correcting  such  weaknesses  in 
succeeding  phases  of  the  project. 

(ii)  Considerations  in  employing  educa¬ 
tional  program  auditors.  The  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  should  take  into  account  the 
following  considerations  in  employing  an 
educational  program  auditor: 

(a)  Independence  of  operation.  The  edu¬ 
cational  auditor  should  be  completely  In¬ 
dependent  ot  the  direction  or  operation  of 
the  program  or  system  to  be  audited.  An 
educational  program  auditor  should  not 


have  been  involved  in  providing  outside  tech¬ 
nical  assistance  in  (me  or  mora  ot  the  fol¬ 
lowing  areas:  designing  the  iHoJect,  planning 
the  project,  operating  any  comp<ment  of  the 
project,  preparing  or  {Hovldlng  materials  or 
ecpiipment  for  the  proJe<;t,  managing  the 
project,  and  conducting  the  evaluation  of 
the  project.  These  should  not  preclude  his 
preaudit  services,  l.e.,  an  examination  of  the 
evaluation  design  to  determine  whether  it 
provides  the  means  for  an  adequate  audit 
of  the  project  and  the  development  of  an 
audit  plan. 

(b)  Proximity  to  project  or  site  to  be 
audited.  To  save  time  and  money,  the  audit 
agency  Should  be  geographically  based  within 
a  reasonable  distance  from  the  site  of  the 
project  to  be  audlte(L 

(c)  Submission  of  audit  reports.  The  edu¬ 
cational  program  auditor  should  prepare  re¬ 
pots  on  the  status  of  the  project  for  the 
l(x:al  education  agency. 

(d)  Qualifications  and  record  of  accept¬ 
able  performance.  The  audit  agency  should 
provide  a  team  of  two  or  more  persons  to 
perform  the  professional  audit  tasks  and 
give  evidence  of  their  acceptable  perform¬ 
ance  in  the  application  of  the  following; 
Measurement  and  evaluation  techniques, 
educational  research  design  and/or  evalua¬ 
tion,  evaluation  of  management  systems, 
development  and  validation  of  tests  and 
measuring  Instruments,  analysis  of  educa¬ 
tional  data,  and  processing  and  presentation 
of  d^  relating  to  educational  problems. 
Such  audit  should  be  comprehensive  in  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  various  aspects  of  a  school  sys¬ 
tem.  In  addition,  the  audit  team  should 
demonstrate  expertise  in  the  substantive 
area  with  which  the  project  is  concerned,  for 
example,  reading,  early  childhood  education, 
special  education,  etc.  This  expertise  may  be 
represented  by  an  Individual  who  works  with 
the  team  on  a  consultant  basis. 

(e)  Organisational  capability.  The  agent 
should  give  evidence  of  staff  expertise  and 
organizational  capability  which  would  tend 
to  Insure  successful  completion  of  contract 
terms  and  conditions. 

(/)  Budget  for  educational  audit.  The 
budget  for  the  outside  auditing  agency 
should  be  determined  by  the  time  devoted 
to  the  task,  the  nature  of  the  work  to  be 
accomplished,  and  the  amount  budgeted  for 
project  evaluation.  Evaluation  costs  in  gen¬ 
eral  might  approximate  10  percent  of  the 
total  budget,  and  those  for  the  educational 
audit  about  2  percent  of  the  total  budget. 
It  is  suggested  that  the  total  (x>sts  of  evalua¬ 
tion  and  the  educational  audit  in  general 
would  therefore  approximate  12  percent  of 
the  total  budget. 

(jf)  Time  frame.  The  amount  ot  time  spent 
on  the  audit  will,  of  course,  depend  on  the, 
size,  scope,  and  complexity  of  the  project. 
As  far  as  possible,  the  auditor  shovild  be 
employed  before  the  project  begins  opera¬ 
tion. 

(lii)  Suggested  educational  auditing  pro¬ 
cedures.  The  following  are  steps  which  are 
recommended  for  establishing  an  effective 
audit  process: 

(a)  Soon  after  an  application  is  approved, 
the  applicant  should  (x>ntact  and  establish 
liaison  with  one  or  more  prospective  educa¬ 
tional  auditors.  The  Office  of  Education  does 
not  recommend  specific  agencies  for  any  type 
of  outside  technical  assistance,  but  it  may 
suggest  upon  request  several  agencies  or  in¬ 
dividuals  who  have  had  experience  in  educa¬ 
tional  auditing,  or  review  the  qualifications 
of  potential  auditors  to  determine  if  they 
meet  the  (Tlterla  referred  to  previously. 
When  the  district  has  tentatively  selected 
an  auditor,  arrangements  should  be  made 
for  services  to  be  provided  by  the  auditor 
during  the  developmental  period. 


(b)  As  the  first  of  his  activities  during 
the  developmental  pericxl,  the  auditor  should 
familiarize  himself  thoroughly  with  the  in¬ 
tent  and  policies  ot  the  title  ni,  section  306 
program  and  with  the  proposed  objectives 
and  project  activities  which  the  applicant 
presented  In  the  application.  The  local  dis¬ 
trict  should  provide  a  number  of  documents 
to  the  auditor  early  In  the  developmental  pe¬ 
riod,  including  the  title  m.  section  306,  reg¬ 
ulations  and  guidelines,  the  approved  appli¬ 
cation,  and  any  evaluative  comments  or  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  the  further  development 
of  the  program  provided  by  the  Office  of 
Education. 

(c)  The  major  fimction  of  the  auditor 
during  the  Initial  stages  of  the  project  is  his 
conduct  of  a  preaudit,  l.e.,  an  examination  of 
the  proposed  evaluation  system  to  detramiine 
whether  It  provides  a  basis  tar  an  adequate 
educational  audit  of  the  project.  The  auditor 
should  determine,  for  example,  whether 
measurable  performance  objectives  exist  for 
(product  and  process  in  all  (xxmponents, 
whether  the  baseline  data,  the  types  ot  in¬ 
struments  to  be  used,  and  the  quantity  of 
evaluation  data  to  be  collected  are  adequate 
and  whether  Instnunents  and  prcjcedures  are 
Included  for  the  evaluation  ot  product,  op¬ 
erational  process,  and  management  process 
objectives. 

(d)  While  the  preaudit  is  being  con¬ 
ducted,  the  auditor  will  work  closely  with 
the  prospective  project  evaluator  as  well  as 
with  the  project  director  and  his  staff,  ffhe 
auditor  should  be  given  draft  materials  for 
the  operational  plan  as  they  are  developed 
and  copies  of  specific  evaluation  Instru¬ 
ments  as  they  are  selecrted  or  designecL 

(c)  In  making  his  critique  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  evaluation  design,  the  auditor  should 
be  careful  to  maintain  objectivity  and  de¬ 
tachment,  lest  he  later  find  himself  in  the 
position  of  auditing  his  own  work.  Design¬ 
ing  or  modifying  the  evaluation  system  is 
not  the  function  of  the  auditor.  Should  the 
auditor  note  dlscrepwincles  between  the  proj¬ 
ect  objectives  and  the  proposed  Instruments 
or  procedures  for  evaluating  them,  he  should 
(Kjmmunicate  these  discrepancies  to  the  local 
education  agency  and  suggest  various  alter¬ 
native  methods  of  correcting  them.  The  se¬ 
lection  of  a  specific  corrective  action  should 
alwaira  be  a  l(x;al  decision  if  more  than  one 
action  is  possible. 

(/)  The  audit  plan  and  a  performance 
contract  for  the  operational  period  also 
should  be  developed  during  the  developmen¬ 
tal  period. 

(g)  The  Importance  of  the  local  school  dis¬ 
trict  in  providing  the  auditor  with  project 
evaluation  documents  at  scheduled  times 
throughout  the  project  period  cannot  be 
overemphasized.  Prior  to  his  on-site  visits, 
the  auditor  should  have  adequate  time  for  a 
detailed  analysis  of  the  evaluation  docu¬ 
ment,  formulation  of  questions  to  be  raised 
with  the  project  director  and  the  evaluator, 
and  determination  of  the  specific  sampling 
to  be  conducted  during  the  visit.  In  turn,  the 
local  education  agency  will  need  time  to  ar¬ 
range  and  confirm  with  the  auditor  his  on¬ 
site  visit  scffiedule. 

(h)  It  is  clear  that  the  auditor  cannot 
possibly  examine  all  of  the  project  evaluative 
data.  The  auditor  will  work  largely  from 
tabulations,  data  analyses,  and  written  in¬ 
terpretations  and  summaries  of  the  evalua¬ 
tion;  but  the  lcx»l  education  agency  should 
retain  the  complete  raw  data  collected,  in¬ 
cluding  tests,  questionnaires.  Interview 
sheets,  rating  sheets,  observation  schedules, 
material  products,  videotapes,  and  films. 
These  should  be  available  for  the  auditor’s 
Inspection  at  any  time  during  the  (x>ntraot 
I)erl(xi.  In  addition  to  providing  the  auditor 
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with  the  evaluation  reportB,  the  local  educa¬ 
tion  agency  should  submit  to  him  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  data  analysis  techniques  and  pro¬ 
cedures  used  by  the  project  evaluator,  any 
recommendations  for  revisions  of  the  evalua¬ 
tion  design  which  have  been  proposed  as  a 
result  of  a  particular  phase  of  the  evalua¬ 
tion  cycle,  and  any  recommendations  for 
program  modification  which  have  been  sug¬ 
gested  as  a  result  of  the  evaluation. 

(iv)  Audit  critiques  of  evaluation  design 
and  procedures.  As  he  makes  his  periodic 
critiques  of  the  project’s  evaluation  design 
and  procedures,  the  auditor  should  con¬ 
sider  questions  such  as  the  following  for 
each  major  section  of  the  evaluation  system: 

(o)  Selection  of  instruments.  (1)  Did  the 
range  of  instruments  match  the  range  of 
objectives? 

(2)  Were  the  Instruments  valid,  l.e.,  did 
they  measure  the  actual  behavior  intended 
by  the  objectives? 

(3)  Were  measures  used  for  both  pre-  and 
post-testing  suitable  for  such  repetition? 

(b)  Data  collection  procedures.  (1)  Were 
the  measures  applied  under  the  physical  con¬ 
ditions  required  by  the  Instruments? 

(2)  Were  the  testers,  observers,  or  inter¬ 
viewers  appropriately  selected  according  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Instruments? 

(3)  Did  the  testers,  observers,  or  inter¬ 
viewers  receive  appropriate  training? 

(4)  Was  the  measurement  schedule  fol¬ 
lowed? 

(c)  Data  antUgsis  procedures,  (f)  Was  there 
an  adequate  basis  for  any  statistical  differ¬ 
ence  among  groups? 

(2)  Were  differential  effects  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  treatment  taken  into  consideration? 

(3)  Was  the  formvila  or  source  given  tar 
the  statistical  tests  which  were  applied? 

(4)  Did  the  data  meet  the  prerequisites 
for  the  statistical  tests  used? 

(5)  Was  consideration  given  to  important 
external  factors  which  might  have  affected 
program  results? 

(d)  Data  analysis  presentation,  (f )  Did  the 
evaluator  present  the  data  in  a  clear  form? 

(2)  Were  statistical  conclusions  stated  in 
language  appropriate  for  the  intended 
audience? 

(3)  Were  the  conclusions  communicated 
promptly  to  the  apprc^riate  persons? 

(4)  Did  the  concliislons  focus  on  areas  of 
primary  Importance  for  program  decision 
making? 

(v)  Audit  site  visits,  (a)  The  auditor’s  re¬ 
view  of  the  written  documents  prior  to  his 
visit  will  establish  a  framework  for  the  scope 
and  emphases  of  his  on-site  work,  which  will 
consist  largely  of  spot  checking  and  sampling 
what  has  been  reported  in  the  documents. 
’The  critique  of  the  evaluation  reports  is  an 
Important  preliminary  activity,  but  it  is 
only  through  the  on-site  visits  that  the 
auditor  can  actually  verify  the  results  of  the 
evaluation  and  assess  the  appropriateness  of 
the  evaluation  procediu^s. 

(b)  ’The  sampling  conducted  by  the  au¬ 
ditor  during  his  visits  may  Include  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  Observation  of  evaluation  proce¬ 
dures,  such  as  the  administration  of  tests  or 
interviews  being  conducted;  observation  of 
project  activities  and  process;  study  of  man¬ 
agement;  interviewing  of  parents,  teachers, 
or  project  staff  members;  spot  checking  of 
written  tests,  questionnaires.  Interview 
sheets,  rating  sheets,  and  observation  sched¬ 
ules;  and  review  of  material  products,  such 
as  curriculum  units  or  student  projects. 

(c)  If  either  the  sampling  or  the  written 
documents  reveal  major  departures  from  the 
evaluation  design  or  discrepancies  such  as 
the  complete  absence  of  data.  Incomplete 
data,  or  inconsistencies,  the  auditor  may  wish 
to  review  the  complete  evaluation  informa¬ 
tion  collected  for  program  activities  and  re¬ 
tained  by  the  local  education  agency  for  such 
a  review.  Discussion  with  the  evaluator  and 
the  project  director  may  also  assist  the  au¬ 


ditor  in  determining  whether  his  observa¬ 
tions  of  discrepancies  or  departures  are  ac¬ 
curate. 

(d)  Before  concluding  his  on-slte  visit, 
the  auditor  should  discuss  any  findings  ot 
major  discrepancies  with  the  project  director 
and,  if  deemed  appropriate,  the  superintend¬ 
ent  of  schools  so  that  procedures  for  their 
correction  and  for  appropriate  followup  ac¬ 
tivities  by  the  auditor  can  be  established  as 
soon  as  p>ossible.  If,  for  example,  some  phase 
of  the  evaluation  had  not  been  completed  on 
schedule  and,  therefore,  could  not  be  audited, 
the  auditor  might  plan  to  audit  that  phase 
at  a  later  date.  Or  if  the  procedures  for  some 
phase  of  the  evaluation  are  to  be  modified 
substantlEilly,  a  reaudlt  of  that  phase  might 
be  appropriate  at  some  time  prior  to  the  next 
regularly  scheduled  complete  audit. 

(vl)  Audit  Reports.  The  major  task  of  the 
auditor  after  he  completes  his  on-slte  visit 
is  the  preparation  of  the  audit  report,  which 
should  Include  the  following  content  areas; 

(o)  Introductory  comments  describing 
those  aspects  of  the  evaluation  system  with 
which  his  report  will  be  concerned,  in  order 
that  there  be  no  ambiguity  regarding  the 
deliberateness  of  his  treatment  of  the  scope 
and  depth  of  the  evaluation; 

(b)  Oeneral  conunents  concerning  the 
quality  of  the  project  evaluation  and  the 
comparative  findings  of  the  project  evalua¬ 
tion  and  the  audit; 

(c)  A  detailed  critique  of  the  product, 
process,  and  management  evaluation  con¬ 
ducted  for  each  component,  based  on  an 
assessment  of  the  instruments  used,  data 
collection  procedures,  data  analysis  tech¬ 
niques,  and  data  analysis  ju’esentatlon; 

(d)  A  description  of  the  auditor’s  on-slte 
findings  and  their  correlation  with  the  eval¬ 
uator’s  data  and  reports,  on  a  oomponent- 
by-component  basis,  summary  of  consist¬ 
encies  and  discrepancies,  and  Interpretation 
of  the  discrepancies; 

(e)  Recommendations  for  revisions  in  the 
evaluation  design,  including  a  rationale  for 
each  recommendation.  Since  the  auditor’s 
objectivity  can  be  maintained  only  If  the 
selection  of  a  specific  action  is  a  local  de¬ 
cision,  he  should  provide  general  rather  than 
^^jeclfic  recommendations,  posing  several 
alternative  actions  or  possible  somces  of 
assistance  to  the  local  education  agency  in 
correcting  deficiencies;  and 

(/)  Confirmation  at  questioning  of  the 
need  for  program  modifications  which  have 
been  proposed  as  a  result  ot  project  evalua¬ 
tion.  ’The  audit  report  should  be  written 
initially  as  a  draft  document,  to  be  presented 
to  and  discussed  with  the  project  director 
and  evaluator  prior  to  its  formal  submission 
to  the  local  board  of  education  and  the  su¬ 
perintendent.  Provisions  for  a  meeting  to 
discuss  the  draft  audit  report  will  enable 
both  the  auditor  and  the  project  director  and 
evaluator  to  raise  final  questions  concerning 
its  content,  accuracy,  and  completeness  and 
can  serve  as  the  occasion  for  a  review  of  the 
entire  educational  audit  process  and  the 
degree  to  which  both  the  local  education 
agency  and  the  auditor  have  fulfilled  their 
contract  responsibilities. 

(vll)  Grantee’s  response.  The  superintend¬ 
ent  should  resjwnd  in  writing  to  the  auditor 
upon  receipt  of  each  report,  stating  his 
agreement  or  disagreement  with  the  report 
findings,  his  reactions  to  the  auditor’s  rec¬ 
ommendations  and  his  plan  for  their  imple¬ 
mentation  or  rationale  for  choosing  not  to 
implement  them. 

2.3  Factors  receiving  lesser  emphasis.  ’The 
remaining  five  accountability  factors  as 
listed  in  S  2.1  of  this  part  have  received 
lesser  emphasis  In  the  implementation  of  the 
model.  A  brief  description  of  each  of  these 
follows; 

(a)  Staff  development.  The  determination 
of  the  nature  and  extent  of  staff  development 
needed  for  the  successful  implementation  of 


the  acccoimtability  concept  at  the  local. 
State,  and  Federal  level,  and  the  design  and 
conduct  of  indicated  development  activities. 

(b)  Change  strategies.  The  development  of 
effective  strategies  for  systemic  change  In 
the  educational  enterprise  and  the  incorpo¬ 
ration  of  the  strategies  in  project  operations. 

(c)  Performance  contracting.  The  arrange¬ 
ment  for  technical  assistance  in  project 
operations  through  contracts  which  condi¬ 
tion  compensation  upon  the  accomplishment 
of  specified  performance  objectives. 

(d)  Performance  budgeting.  The  alloca¬ 
tion  of  fiscal  resources  in  accordance  with 
project  objectives  to  be  realized,  rather  than 
by  objects  or  functions  to  be  supported. 

(e)  Cost  effectiveness.  ’The  analysis  of  unit 
results  obtained  in  relation  to  unit  resources 
consumed  under  alternative  approaches  to 
project  operations,  as  a  determinant  in  con¬ 
tinued  project  planning. 

(20  U.S.C.  844(a)  (1),  (2),  and  (6),  844b); 
(45  CFR  126.4(b) ) 

PART  8 — ^DISSEMINATION 

3.1  Importance  of  dissemination,  (a)  An¬ 
other  Important  factor  in  effective  program 
design  and  management  is  dissemination,  the 
communications  process  that  provides  for 
the  continuous  two-way  fiow  of  information 
necessary  to  achieve  maximum  effectiveness 
in  the  planning,  operation,  and  evaluation  of 
project  activities.  ’The  major  goal  of  this 
process,  when  it  is  concerned  with  demon¬ 
stration  projects.  Is  to  develop  an  awareness 
of  and  Interest  in  the  project,  and  if  the 
program  proves  effective,  to  stimulate  sup¬ 
port  for  the  program  and  continuation  and 
adoption  of  the  program  beyond  the  period 
of  Federal  funding. 

(b)  Dissemination  is  an  Important  ele¬ 
ment  in  any  title  m,  section  306  project, 
since  the  purpose  of  title  HI,  according  to 
section  301(a)  of  the  Act,  is  ’’the  develop¬ 
ment  and  establishment  of  exemplary  ele¬ 
mentary  and  secondary  school  educational 
programs  to  serve  as  models  for  regular 
school  programs.”  If  these  model  programs 
are  to  be  replicated  and  adapted  across  the 
Nation,  there  must  be  mechanisms  provided 
to  effectively  disseminate  their  results.  Of 
even  greater  Importance  to  the  success  of 
each  project,  however,  will  be  its  efforts  to 
gain  local  community  awareness  and  support 
BO  that  successful  practices  will  be  institu¬ 
tionalized  after  Federal  funding  has  ceased. 

3.2  Linkage  of  evaluation  and  dissemina¬ 
tion.  (a)  A  formal  linkage  between  evalua¬ 
tion  and  dissemination  efforts  should  be  de¬ 
veloped  and  maintained  throughout  the  life 
of  the  project.  Evaluation  findings  should 
be  continuously  disseminated  within  the 
project  area  to  promote  understanding,  sup¬ 
port,  development,  and  adoption  of  the  proj¬ 
ect.  These  findings  are  a  major  since  of  dis¬ 
semination  information,  but  they  are  usually 
couched  in  technical  language  and  need  to 
be  Interpreted  and  presented  in  a  manner 
designed  to  foster  the  attention  and  under¬ 
standing  of  special  audiences  and  of  the 
general  public.  Planning  for  evaluation 
should,  therefore,  be  accompanied  by  plan¬ 
ning  for  dissemination  of  the  resulting  in¬ 
formation.  Without  this  type  of  linkage,  the 
result  often  is  an  abundance  of  highly  tech¬ 
nical  data  which  cannot  be  interpreted  mean¬ 
ingfully.  When  a  project  has  operated  for 
a  sufficient  period  of  time  to  demonstrate 
some  degree  of  success  (perhaps  two  years), 
plans  should  be  developed  for  the  wider  dis¬ 
semination  of  project  results  in  order  to 
facilitate  its  replication  in  other  localities 
with  similar  needs. 

3.3  Planning  for  dissemination  of  results. 
As  the  project  begins  to  demonstrate  suffi¬ 
cient  success  in  the  achievement  of  its  ob¬ 
jectives,  a  dissemination  plan  aimed  at  de¬ 
veloping  awareness  of  its  successful  prac¬ 
tices  and  products  should  be  formulated.  The 
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facilitate  Its  replication  in  other  localities 
with  similar  needs. 

3.3  Planning  for  dissemination  of  results. 
As  the  project  begins  to  d^nonstrato  snlB- 
cient  success  in  the  achievement  at  its  ob¬ 
jectives,  a  dissemlnaticm  plan  aimed  at  de¬ 
veloping  awareness  ct  its  successful  prac¬ 
tices  and  products  should  be  formulated.  The 
plan  should  Include  provisions  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  critical  elements; 

(a)  Dissemination  objectives  stated  in 
measurable  terms,  which  are  related  to  proj¬ 
ect  objectives; 

(b)  Audience  analysis  to  determine  which 
groups  should  receive  the  information,  what 
their  information  needs  are,  and  the  most 
effective  strategies  for  reaching  them; 

(c)  Determination  of  the  most  effective 
methods  and  media  for  disseminating  in¬ 
formation  to  a  variety  of  audiences; 

(d)  Schedule  of  dissemination  activities; 

(e)  System  for  receiving  and  using  feed¬ 
back  from  varloiis  audiences. 

3.4  Relationship  with  the  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion.  (a)  Each  grantee  may  disseminate  in¬ 
formation  about  project  activities,  progress, 
and  evaluation  findings  in  the  project  area. 
The  grantee  should  also  keep  the  State  edu¬ 
cation  agency  and  the  Office  of  Education 
informed  about  the  status  of  the  project, 
so  that  these  agencies  can  meet  their  respon¬ 
sibilities  for  dissemination. 

(b)  The  Office  of  Education  Is  responsible 
for  national  dissemination  of  title  m,  sec¬ 
tion  306  projects.  To  fulfill  its  responsibility, 
the  Office  is  heavily  dependent  on  informa¬ 
tion  and  materials  transmitted  by  each  proj¬ 
ect.  The  Office  recommends  that  each  grant¬ 
ee  submit  two  copies  of  printed  materials 
disseminated  by  the  project  and  one  copy 
of  audiovistial  materials  produced  by  the 
project.  Printed  materials  include  currlcu- 
liun  materials,  teacher  guides,  newsletters, 
brochures,  and  other  printed  matter.  Audio¬ 
visual  materials  include  films,  filmstrips, 
slides,  and  videotapes.  All  materials,  together 
with  a  statement  of  the  purpose  and  extent 
of  distribution,  should  be  sent  to  the  Office 
of  Education  program  officer. 

(20  US.C.  843(C) ,  844b) 

[FR  Doc.74-18541  Filed  8-12-74;8;45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Part  63] 

[Docket  No.  20097] 

AMERICAN  TRUCKING  ASSN.,  INC.,  AND 
AMERICAN  TELEPHONE  AND  TELE¬ 
GRAPH  CO. 

Shared  Use  of  Services  and  Facilities; 
Extension  of  Time 

In  the  matter  of  Regulatory  Policies 
Concerning  Resale  and  Shared  Use  of 
Common  Services  and  Facilities. 

1.  On  July  19,  1974  the  American  Tel¬ 
ephone  and  Telegraph  Company  (AT&T) 
filed  a  Motion  for  Extension  of  Time,  re¬ 
questing  that  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 


ments,  reply  comments  and  responses  In 
this  proceeding  be  extended  for  at  least 
90  days.^  This  request  was  supported 
by  The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com¬ 
pany  (Western  Unicm)  by  comments  filed 
July  24, 1974,  and  by  Aeronautical  Radio, 
Inc.  (ARINC)  by  a  statement  filed 
on  July  29,  1974. 

2.  AT&T  and  Western  Union  state  that 
personnel  who  are  responsible  for  pre¬ 
paring  comments  In  this  proceeding  are 
already  involved  in  munerous  other  Com¬ 
mission  proceedings.  AT&T  further  notes 
that  the  preparation  period  falls  directly 
in  the  normal  vacation  period  for  the 
personnel  involved.  ARINC  believes  that 
it  cannot  possibly  prepare  responsive 
and  helpful  comments  in  the  time  peri¬ 
ods  as  set  and  specifically  notes  the  sig¬ 
nificantly  longer  periods  for  response  in 
the  Computer  Inquiries  (Docket  16979), 
a  proceeding  of  similar  scope  and 
complexity. 

3.  We  are  reluctant  to  grant  a  lengthy 
extension  of  time  to  file  comments  in  this 
proceeding  based  solely  on  the  carriers’ 
involvement  in  other  Commission  pro¬ 
ceedings,  many  of  which  will  probably 
continue  to  be  active  for  some  time  to 
come.  We  are,  however,  mindful  of  the 
broad  scope  and  complex  character  of 
this  important  proceeding  and  do  not 
wish  to  inhibit  the  submission  of  com¬ 
plete  and  carefully  considered  comments 
by  Interested  persons.  It  has  been  as¬ 
serted  that  unless  an  extension  is 
granted,  responsive  and  helpful  com¬ 
ments  cannot  be  prepared.  We  believe 
that  an  additional  60  days  time  will  be 
ample  to  allow  for  thorough  presenta¬ 
tion  of  materials  relevant  to  the  Issues. 

4.  Accordingly,  good  cause  having 
been  shown,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
delegated  authority  contained  in  §  0.303 
(c)  of  our  rules  (47  CPR  0.303(c)),  that 
the  time  to  file  comments  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  extended  imtll  November  11, 
1974;  the  time  to  file  reply  comments  is 
extended  imtil  December  23,  1975;  the 
time  to  file  responses  to  reply  comments 
is  extended  xmtll  January  22,  1975. 

Adopted:  August  2, 1974. 

Released:  August  7, 1974. 

[SEAL]  Kelley  Griffith, 

Acting  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau. 
[FR  Doc.74-18516  FUed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 


^By  our  notice  ot  Inquiry  and  proposed 
rulemaking,  adopted  June  26,  1974  (FCX5-74- 
688)  (39  FR  25351,  Jvdy  10,  1974),  the  last 
dates  to  file  comments,  reply  comments 
and  responses  were,  respectively,  Septem¬ 
ber  9,  1974,  October  24,  1974  and  Novem¬ 
ber  25,  1974. 


[Docket  No.  20002;  BM-2143] 

[47  CFR  Part  73] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS  IN  FLORIDA 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Reply 
Comments  (RM-2143  Only) 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
S  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Marco,  Florida;  St. 
Augustine,  Florida;  and  Milton,  Flor¬ 
ida)  .  Docket  No.  20002,  RM-2143,  RM- 
2184,  RM-2251. 

1.  On  May  29,  1974,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  and  Order  Extaading  Time  For 
Filing  Comments  and  Reply  Comments 
in  the  above  proceeding.  Publication  was 
given  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  6, 
1974,  39  FR  20083.  The  date  for  filing 
comments  has  expired  and  the  date  for 
filing  reply  comments  is  presently 
July  31, 1974,  (39  FR  26170) . 

2.  On  July  30, 1974,  The  Deltona  Cor¬ 
poration,  by  its  counsel,  requested  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  to  and  including  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1974,  in  which  to  file  reply  com¬ 
ments.  Counsel  states  that  due  to  the 
continued  press  of  other  business  it  is 
necessary  to  request  the  additional  time. 
He  states  that  counsel  for  Collier  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  another  party  in  this 
proceeding,  interposes  no  objection  to 
the  extension  request. 

3.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  extending 
the  time  in  this  proceeding.  Accordingly, 
it  is  ordered.  That  the  date  for  filing 
reply  comments  in  RM-2143  only  is  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  including  August  15, 1974. 

4.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(1),  5(d) 
(1),  and  303  (r)  ot  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  S  0.281  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted:  August  1, 1974. 

Released:  August  5, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.74-18617  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

LOCK-IN  AMPLIFIERS  FROM  THE 
UNITED  KINGDOM 

Amendment  of  Antidumping  Proceeding 
Notice 

AxjGirsT  8, 1974. 

An  "Antidumping  Proceeding  Notice" 
with  respect  to  lock-in  amplifiers  from 
the  United  Elingdom  was  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  17,  1974 
(39  PR  17570). 

That  notice  is  hereby  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  parts  of  lock-in  amplifiers  from 
the  United  Kingdom  within  the  scope 
of  the  investigation.  Accordingly,  the 
"Antidumping  Proceeding  Notice”  re¬ 
ferred  to  above  is  amended  by  changing 
the  caption  to  read  “IXXJK-IN  AMPLI¬ 
FIERS  AND  PARTS  THEREOF  FROM 
THE  UNITED  KINGDOM.”  and  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  words  "lock-in  amplifiers 
and  parts  thereof”  for  “lock-in  ampli¬ 
fiers”  in  the  first  paragraph. 

In  addition,  that  notice  is  amended  by 
Inserting  an  explanatory  paragraph  after 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  notice,  as 
follows: 

,  "For  the  purposes  of  this  notice,  the 
term  *lock-in  amplifiers  and  parts 
thereof’  means  an  entire  lock-in  ampli¬ 
fier  or  the  constituent  components  of  a 
lock-in  amplifier  imported  for  the  as¬ 
sembly  of  lock-in  amplifiers  in  the 
United  States.” 

IsealI  David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
[FR  Doc.74-18562  Plied  a-12-74;8;46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[R 1716] 

CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 

Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-17130  appearing  at 
page  27336  in  the  issue  for  Friday. 
July  26,  1974,  at  the  end  of  the  last  line 
of  the  land  description,  “SW>A”  should 
read  "SEiA.” 

[Serial  No.  1-7435] 

IDAHO 

Hearing  on  Proposed  Withdrawal  of  Public 
Lands 

August  5,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  10  a.m.,  Thursday, 


September  12,  1974,  in  Room  589,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building.  Boise,  Idaho,  pertaining  to 
the  request  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  (Idaho  7435)  for  the  withdrawal 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  public  land  laws,  including  location 
imder  the  Geothermal  Steam  Act  of 
1970,  but  not  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act 
nor  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  1920, 
of  the  lands  described  hereafter  for  use 
by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  as  a 
research  area  and  to  demonstrate  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  hot  water  geothermal  power 
system  and  management  of  a  geothermal 
field  as  set  forth  in  the  Notice  of  With¬ 
drawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  31. 1974,  Vol.  39. 

The  lands  are  requested  to  be  tempo¬ 
rarily  withdrawn  for  a  period  of  two 
years,  followed  by  the  possible  identi¬ 
fication  and  retention  of  5,000  acres,  or 
less,  of  the  withdrawn  lands  for  devel¬ 
opment  of  a  demonstration  geothermal 
power  facility.  The  lands  are  described 
as  follows: 

Boise  Meridian 

T.  13S.,R.  25  E., 

Secs.  25, 26, 35  and  36. 

T.  13  S.,  R.  26  E., 

Secs.  25  thru  36. 

T.  13  S..  R.  27  E., 

Secs.  30  and  31. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  25  E., 

Secs.  1,  2,  11.  12,  13,  14,  23,  24,  25,  26,  27, 
34, 35  and  36. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  26  E., 

All. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  27  E., 

Secs.  6,  7, 18, 19,  30  and  31. 

T.  15  S..  R.  25  E.,  ' 

Secs.  1.  2.  3,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14,  15,  22,  23, 
24,  25,  26,  27, 34, 35  and  36. 

T.  15  S.,  R.  26  E., 

All. 

T.  16  S.,  R.  27  E., 

Secs.  6,  7, 18, 19, 30  and  31. 

T.  16  S..  R.  25  E., 

Secs.  1,  2,  3,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14,  23,  24,  26, 
and  26. 

T.  16  S.,  R.  26  E.. 

Secs.  1  thru  24. 

T.  16  S.,  R.  27  E., 

Secs.  6,  7, 18  and  19. 

The  area  described  Includes  approxi¬ 
mately  81,473.48  acres  of  national  re¬ 
source  lands  and  730.36  acres  of  reserved 
minerals  in  private  lands  in  Cassia 
County,  Idaho. 

The  hearing  will  be  open  to  attend¬ 
ance  of  opponents  to  the  withdrawal  who 
may  state  their  views  and  to  proponents 
of  the  withdrawal  who  may  explain  its 
purpose,  intent  and  extent,  and  to  all 
interested  persons  who  desire  to  be  heard 
on  the  subject.  Those  who  desire  to  be 


heard  in  person  at  the  hearing  and  those 
who  desire  to  submit  written  statements, 
should  file  notice  thereof  not  later  than 
September  6,  1974,  with  the  State  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  042,  Boise,  Idaho  83724. 

Wu.  L.  Mathews, 

State  Director. 

[PR  Doc.74-18495  PUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 

[N-7967] 

NEVADA 

Hearing  on  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s 
Proposed  Withdrawal  of  Land 

August  5,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  7  p.m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  10,  1974,  at  the  Pioneer  Motor  Inn, 
221  South  Virginia  Street,  Reno,  Nevada. 
The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  gather 
information  from  Interested  persons 
about  the  request  by  the  Atmnlc  Energy 
Commission  to  withdraw  temporarily 
86,000  acres  of  national  resource  lands 
in  Nevada.  The  Commission  requests 
that  the  lands  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  public 
land  laws.  Including  location  under  the 
mining  laws  and  leasing  \mder  the  Geo¬ 
thermal  Steam  Act  of  1970,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights.  Grazing  adminis¬ 
tration  under  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act 
and  leasing  under  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920  will  not  be  effected. 

The  Commission  requests  that  the 
lands  be  withdrawn  for  two  years,  dur¬ 
ing  which  time  5,000  acres  or  less  will 
be  identified  for  retention  and  use  in  the 
development  of  a  demonstration  geo- 
therm^  power  generating  facility.  The 
notice  of  filing  of  the  application  for 
withdrawal  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  31,  1974  (39  FR 
3977),  and  amended  in  the  April  11  (39 
FR  13182)  and  June  13,  1974  (39  FR 
20707) ,  Issues.  The  notice  published  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1974,  described  the  lands  in¬ 
volved  and  afforded  an  opportunity  for 
persons  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections.  Because  of  the  many 
comments  received,  a  public  hearing  is 
to  be  held. 

Maps  of  the  areas  Involved  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  available  for  review  at  the 
Nevada  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  300  Booth  Street,  Reno, 
Nevada. 

A.  John  Hillsamer, 

Chief. 

Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[PR  Doc.74-18490  Piled  8-12-74; 8 -.45  amj 
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NEVADA 

Partial  Termination  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 
and  Reservation  of  Lands 

AvGXjet  5, 1974. 

Notice  of  U.S.  Fish  &  Wildlife  Servloe 
(formerly  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  ft 
Wildlife)  application,  N-219,  for  with¬ 
drawal  and  reservation  of  lands  as  an 
addition  to  the  Desert  National  Wild¬ 
life  Range  was  published  as  FR  Doc. 
74-7022  on  page  11315  of  the  issue  for 
March  27,  1974.  The  applicant  agency 
has  cancelled  its  application  Insofar  as 
it  effects  the  following  described  lands: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 

T.  17S..R.63E, 

Secs.  7, 8, 18, 19,  30  and  31,  all; 

Secs.  9,  16,  17  and  20,  those  portions  lying 
west  of  the  westerly  line  of  the  right-of- 
way  of  U.S.  Highway  93; 

Sec.  29:  N^,  that  portion  lying  west  of 
the  westerly  line  of  the  right-of-way  of 
U.S.  Highway  93; 

Sec.  29:  6V4  and  sec.  32,  those  portions 
lying  west  of  the  westerly  line  oC  the 
right-of-way  of  the  Callente  power  line. 
T.  18  S.,  R.  63  E., 

Secs.  5,  8,  17,  18,  19,  29.  30  and  31,  those 
portions  lying  west  of  the  westerly  line 
of  the  right-of-way  of  the  Callente  power 
line; 

Secs.  6  and  7,  bH. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
ctmtained  in  43  CFR  2091.2-5(b)  (1),  the 
lands,  at  10  ajn.  on  September  9.  1974, 
win  be  relieved  of  the  segregation  effect 
of  the  above-mentlmied  application. 

William  J.  Malenchc, 

Chief. 

Division  of  Technical  Services. 
IPR  Doc.74-18501  Plied  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


INM  22743] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

August  6, 1974. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  UB.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Ckimpany  has 
applied  for  a  4%  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

SWy4NE]4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .105  mil^  of  national  resource 
land  in  Rio  Arriba  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  a^llcation  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  ttie  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 


Pan  American  Freeway,  Albuquerque. 
NM87107. 

Frkd  K.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
ira  DOC.74-184S6  PUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[NM  20464] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

August  6,  1974. 

Notlce  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  UB.C.  185),  as  amaided  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
ai^lied  for  a  2%  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  26  N,  BL  10  W, 

Sec.  1.  NE]4SEi4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natimal  gas 
across  0.036  miles  of  national  resource 
land  in  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideratlcHi  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87107. 

Fred  K  Padilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
[PR  Doc.74-18497  PUed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 


[NM  20410] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

August  1,  1974. 

Notice  Is  hereby  giv«i  that,  pursuant 
to  sbctlon  28  of  Uie  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  a  4^  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  20  S.,  R.  29  E., 

Sec.  9,  SW»4NWV4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.033  mile  of  national  resource 
land  In  Eddy  Coimty,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so.  under  what  terms  and  conditkms. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  pronmtly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 


ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  NM  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
(PE  Doc.74-18498  Piled  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[NM  20463] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

August  6, 1974. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Cixnpany  has 
applied  for  a  4% -inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
New  Mexico 

T.  26  N..  R.  9  W, 

Secs.  6,  Lots  3.  4,  SW%NWV4. 

Tills  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.203  miles  of  national  resource 
land  in  San  Juan  County.  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  Infmm 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  vdiat  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[PR  Doc.74-18499  Piled  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[NM  21035] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

August  6,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  XJB.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  Southern  Union  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  a  2  inch  natural  gas  pipeline 
right-of-way  across  the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
New  Mexico 

T.  28  N.,  R.  10  V7.. 

Sec.  15.SB%NWV4.NVi8W«4,SWy4SW‘4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.450  mile  of  national  resource 
land  in  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  aK>llcatlon  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  dishict  Man¬ 
ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Miuxagement.  3550 
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Pan  American  Freeway,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.74-18600  Filed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 

MIDWEST  REGIONAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Public  Law  92-463  that  a 
meeting  will  be  held  at  9  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  Sep¬ 
tember  19  and  20,  1974,  at  12ie  Radisson 
Hotel,  505  W.  Superior  Street,  Duluth, 
Miimesota. 

The  Committee  was  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  Public  Law  91-383  to  provide  for 
the  free  exchange  of  ideas  between  the 
National  Park  Service  and  the  public 
and  to  facilitate  the  solicitation  of  ad¬ 
vice  or  other  counsel  from  members  of 
the  public  on  programs  and  problems 
pertinent  to  the  Midwest  Region  of  the 
NatlOTial  Park  Service. 

The  members  of  the  Committee  are: 
Honorable  Robert  W.  Berrey  III  (Chairman) 
Mr.  Norman  O.  Duke 
Mr.  John  J.  Franke,  Jr. 

Mr.  Fred  D.  Hartley 
Mr.  Lewis  W.  Jones 
Mr.  WiUiam  L.  Lieber 
Ml.  Erwin  D.  Sias 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  National  Park  Service  management 
or  assistance  in  four  areas  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  System:  Isle  Royale  National 
Park,  Apostle  Islands  National  Lake- 
shore,  St.  Croix  National  Scenic  River- 
way  and  Ice  Age  National  Scientific  Re¬ 
serve.  Of  particular  Interest  will  be  how 
the  Service  can  relate  more  effectively 
to  other  agencies  and  interests  concerned 
with  these  four  areas. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  It  is 
expected  that  about  40  persons  will  be 
able  to  attend  the  session  in  addition  to 
committee  members.  Interested  persons 
may  make  presentations  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  or  file  written  statements.  Such  re¬ 
quests  should  be  made  to  the  official  Usted 
below  before  1:30  p.m.,  September  19. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Bill  W. 
Dean,  Associate  Regional  Director,  Co¬ 
operative  Activities,  Midwest  Region,  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service,  1709  Jackson  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68102,  telephone  Area 
Code  402  221-3481.  Minutes  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
and  copying  four  weeks  after  the  meet¬ 
ing  at  the  Midwest  Regional  Office,  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service,  1709  Jackson  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska. 

Dated:  August  5, 1974. 

Robert  L.  Giles, 
Acting  Regional  Director,  Mid- 
west  Region,  National  Park 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74r-18523  Filed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

FLUE-CURED  TOBACCO  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Postponed  Meeting 

The  Flue-Cured  Tobacco  Advisory 
Committee  meeting  which  was  scheduled 
for  August  8,  1974,  (39  FR  26182,  7-17- 
74)  is  postponed  xmtil  Thusday,  August 
22, 1974,  at  1  p.m.  and  will  be  held  in  the 
Board  Room  of  the  Flue-Ciured  Tobacco 
Cooperative  Stabilization  Corporation, 
522  Fayetteville  Street,  Raleigh,  North 
Carolina  27692. 

Subsequent  to  the  publishing  of  our 
August  8  meeting,  it  has  been  found  that 
information  regarding  producer  redesig¬ 
nation  of  warehouses  will  not  be  avail¬ 
able  by  that  time.  Consequently,  it  is  im¬ 
possible  to  meet  the  15  days’  advance 
notice  required  by  OMB  Circular  A-63, 
March  27, 1974. 

The  purpose  of  the  August  22  meeting 
is  to  readjust  the  selling  schedule  on  the 
basis  of  the  first  period  of  producer  re¬ 
designation  of  warehouses,  pursuant  to 
7  CFR  Part  1464,  Subpart  A  §  1464.2, 
which  ended  August  2,  1974,  and  other 
matters  as  specified  in  7  C^  Part  29, 
Subpart  G,  §  29.9404. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  but 
space  and  facilities  are  limited.  Public 
participation  win  be  limited  to  wrltt«i 
statements  submitted  before  or  at  the 
meeting  unless  their  participation  is 
otherwise  requested  by  the  Committee 
Chairman.  Persons,  other  than  members, 
who  wish  to  attend  the  meeting  should 
contact  Mr.  J.  W.  York,  Director,  To¬ 
bacco  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  300  12th  Street,  SW.,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250, (202)  447-2567. 

E.  L.  Peterson, 
Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.74^18666  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


Forest  Service 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROGRAM  FOR  THE 
FUTURE,  A  LONG-TERM  FORESTRY  PLAN 

Notice  of  Availability  of  a  Draft-Program 

Pursuant  to  (1)  the  Clarke-McNary 
Act,  (2)  the  McSweeney-McNary  Act,  (3) 
the  Multiple  Use— Sustained  Yield  Act, 
and  (4)  section  101(b)  of  the  National 
Environmental  PoUcy  Act  of  1969,  plus 
other  laws  relating  to  its  activities,  the 
Forest  Service,  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  has  prepared  a  draft  “Environ¬ 
mental  Program  for  the  Future.” 

This  program  concerns  a  proposed 
long-term  plan  for  improvement  of 
America’s  forect  land  and  rangeland. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  FOREST  SERVICE 

South  Agricult\ire  BuUdiug,  Room  3231 

12th  Street  &  Independence  Avenue,  SW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20260 

Forest  Service,  USDA 

Northern  Region  (R-1) 

Federal  BuUdlng 
Missoula,  Montana  69801 


Forest  Service,  USDA 
Rocky  Mountain  Region  (R-2) 

Denver  Federal  Center 
BuUdlng  85 
Denver,  Colorado  80225 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
Southwestern  Region  (R-3) 

617  Gold  Avenue,  SW. 

Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87101 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
Intermountain  Region  (R-4) 

324  25th  Street 
Ogden,  Utah  84401 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
California  Re^on  (R-6) 

630  Sansome  Street 
San  Francisco,  California  94111 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
Pacific  Northwest  Region  (R-8) 

319  SW.  Pine  Street 
Portland,  Oregon  97208 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
Southern  Region  (R-8) 

1720  PecMShtree  Road,  NW. 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
Eastern  Region  (R-9) 

633  West  Wisconsin  Avenue 
MUwaukee,  Wisconsin  63203 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
Alaska  Region  (R-IO) 

Federal  OfBce  Building 
P.O.  Box  1628 
Jxineau,  Alaska  99801 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
Northeastern  Area^-S&PF 
6816  Market  Street 
Upper  Darby,  Pennsylvania  19082 
Forest  Service,  USDA 
Southeastern  Area — S&PF 
1720  Peachtree  Road,  NW. 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 
Intermountain  Forest  &  Range  Experiment 
Station 

607  26th  Street 
Ogden,  Utah  84401 

North  Central  Forest  &  Range  Experiment 
Station 

Folwell  Avenue 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota  66101 
Institute  of  Tropical  Forestry 
P.O.  Box  AQ 

Rio  Pledras,  Puerto  Rico  00928 
Northeastern  Forest  &  Range  Experiment 
Station 

6816  Market  Street 
Upper  Darby,  Pennsylvania  19082 
Pacific  Northwest  Forest  &  Range  Experi¬ 
ment  Station 
809  NE.  Sixth  Avenue 
Portland,  Oregon  97208 
Pacific  Southwest  Forest  A  Range  Experi¬ 
ment  Station 
1960  Addison  Street 
Berkeley,  California  94701 
Rocky  Moiintaln  Forest  &  Range  Experiment 
Station 

240  West  Prospect  Street 
Fort  Collins,  OolOTado  80621 
Southeastern  Forest  &  Range  Experiment 
Station 

Post  Office  BuUdlng 
P.O.  Box  2670 

Asheville,  North  Carolina  28802 

Southern  Forest  &  Range  Experiment  Station 

Federal  BuUdlng 

701  Loyola  Avenue 

New  Orlecms,  Louisiana  70113 

Forest  Products  Laboratory 

P.O.  Box  6130 

Madison,  Wisconsin  53705 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Mr.  John  R. 
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McGuire.  Chief,  Forest  Service,  USDA, 
12th  &  Independence  Avenue  SW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250, 

Comments  are  Invited  frcxn  the  ptib- 
lic,  from  State  and  local  agencies  ad¬ 
ministering  natural  resource  programs 
or  which  are  authorized  to  develop  suid 
enforce  environmental  standards,  and 
from  Federal  Agencies  having  Jurisdic¬ 
tion  by  law  or  special  expertise  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  national  program.  Issue,  or 
environmental  Impact  involved.  Copies 
of  the  program  have  been  sent  to  the 
appropriate  Federal  and  State  Agencies 
and  to  those  who  have  previously .  re¬ 
quested  copies. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
program  and  requests  for  additional  in¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
John  R.  McGuire,  Chief,  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice,  South  Agriculture  Btilldlng,  12th  b 
Independence  Avenue  SW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C,  20250.  Comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  December  15  in  order  to  be 
considered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final 
program. 

Dated;  August  8, 1974. 

Gene  S.  Bergoffen, 
Acting  Deputy  Chief  for 
Programs  and  Legislation. 

[FR  Doc.74-18241  ■pned  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


GOLD  CREEK  PLANNING  UNIT  MULTIPLE 
USE  PLAN 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

^Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  (rf 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envl- 
ronmentsd  statement  fm*  implementation 
of  a  revised  Multiple  Use  Plan  for  the 
Gold  Creek  Planning  Unit,  Lolo  National 
Forest,  Missoula  CXninty,  State  of  Mon¬ 
tana;  Forest  Service  report  number 
USDA-FS-FES  (Adm)  74-49. 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  proposed  Multiple  Use  Plan  Intended 
to  provide  the  District  Ranger  with  gen¬ 
eral  management  gxiidance  of  the  17,332 
acres  of  National  Forest  land  In  the  Gold 
Creek  Planning  Unit.  The  planning  unit 
!s  subdivided  Into  seven  management 
units  having  similar  resoiure  pot^tlals 
and  problems. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  CEQ  on  August  6,  1974. 

Ck)pies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA  Forest  Service 

South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Room  3231 

12th  St.  and  Independence  Ave.,  SW 

Washington,  D.C.  20250 

USDA  Forest  Service 

Northern  Region 

Federal  Building 

Mlssoulsi,  MT  59801 

USDA  Forest  Service 

Lolo  National  Forest 

BuUdlng  24,  Fort  Misaouls 

Missoula,  MT  59801 

USDA  Forest  Service 

Missoula  Ranger  District 

2S01  RuaseH 

Missoula,  MT  59801 


A  limited  number  of  single  ccvies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Jack  Large,  Lolo  National  Forest, 
Building  24,  Fch^  Missoula,  Missoula, 
Montana  59801. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

August  6, 1974. 

Keith  M.  Thompson, 
Acting  Regional  Forester, 
Northern  Region,  Forest  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-18502  FUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


MEADOW  MOUNTAIN 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (O  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  at 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  DQ>artm«it  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepaid  a  final  envl- 
roiunental  statement  for  Meadow  Moun¬ 
tain.  The  Forest  Service  r^jort  number 
is  USDA-FS-R2-PES(Adm)  7465,  The 
draft  environmental  statement  was  filed 
with  CEQ  on  January  15, 1974. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  decision  to  implement  revised 
management  direction  for  the  National 
Forest  lands  in  the  vicinity  of  Meadow 
Mountain,  White  River  National  Forest 
in  Eagle  County,  Colorado. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  August  2, 
1974.  No  action  will  be  tak^  prior  to 
September  17, 1974. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA.  Forest  Service 

So.  Agricultural  Bldg.,  Room  3230 

12th  St.  &  Independence  Ave.,  SW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20250 

Forest  Supervisor 

White  River  National  Forest 

Old  Federal  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  048 

Olenwood  Springs,  Colorado  81601 

Regional  Forester 

BuUdlng  85 

Denver  Federal  Center 

Denver,  Col<»^o  80225 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Thomas  C. 
Evans,  Forest  Supervisor,  USDA  Forest 
Service,  White  River  National  Forest, 
Old  Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box  948, 
Glenwood  Springs,  Ckilorado  81601. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
Guidelines. 

Note:  This  notice  was  originally  published 
as  FR  Doc.  74-18326  In  the  Peoebal  Register 
for  Monday,  August  12,  1974.  The  purpose 
of  this  republlcatloa  Is  to  Include  Uie  45  day 
waiting  period  before  action  wlU  be  taken 
on  this  proceeding. 

August  2,  1974. 

B.  K.  Crane, 

Deputy  Regional  Forester 
for  Resources. 

[FR  Doc.74-18492  FUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


PROPOSED  CHOLLA  PROJECT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  of  Proposed 
CThoUa  Project,  Apache-Sltgreaves  and 
Tonto  National  Forests,  USE)A-FS-DES 
(Adm)  R3  74-04. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
siders  probably  environmental  effects  of 
the  proposed  program. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  CFQ  on  August  7, 1974. 

Cc^ies  are  available  for  Inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  f<^ow- 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Rm.  8230 

14th  A  Independence  Ave.,  BW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20260 
USDA,  Forest  Service 
Southwestern  Region 
517  Gold  Avenue,  SW. 

Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
Apache-Sltgreaves  National  Forest 
Federal  BuUdlng 
SpringervUle,  Arizona  85938 
Tonto  National  Forest 
102  South  28th  Street 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85034 

Single  copies  are  available  upon  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Forest  Supervisor,  Apache- 
Sitgreaves  National  Forest,  P.O.  Box  640, 
SpringervUle,  Arizcma  85938;  Forest 
Supervisor,  Tonto  National  Forest,  102 
South  28th  Street,  Phoenix,  Arizona 
85034;  and  the  Regional  Forester,  South¬ 
western  Region,  517  Gold  Avenue  SW.. 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87102.  Copies 
are  also  available  from  the  Colorado 
Plateau  Environmental  Advisory  Coim- 
cil.  P.O.  Box  1389,  Flagstaff,  Arizona 
86001.  Please  refer  to  the  name  and  num¬ 
ber  of  the  environmental  statement  when 
ordering. 

Copies  of  the  environmraital  state¬ 
ment  have  bera  sent  to  various  FederaL 
State,  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in 
the  C7EQ  guidelines. 

Comments  are  Invited  from  the  pub¬ 
lic,  State,  and  local  agencies  which  are 
authorized  to  develop  and  enforce  en¬ 
vironmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  vdth  respect  to  any 
environment^  impact  involv^  for  which 
comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Forester,  Southwestern  Region, 
517  Gold  Avenue  SW.,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico  87102.  Comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  within  60  days  from  the  date  ot 
this  notice  in  order  to  be  considered  In 
the  preparation  of  the  final  environmen¬ 
tal  statement. 

W.  L.  Evans, 

Deputy  Regional  Forester, 
Region  3. 

August  7.  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18536  Filed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[DESl  8680;  Doclcet  No.  FDC-D-141;  NDA 
Nos.  8-^30  and  10-613] 

ALEVAIRE 

Opportunity  for  Hearing  on  Proposal  To 
Withdraw  Approval  of  New  Drug  Appli¬ 
cations 

The  National  Academy  of  Bclences- 
NaUonal  Research  OmncU,  Drug  Efficacy 
Study  Group  evalxiated  the  effectiveness 
of  the  drug  product  described  below, 
found  the  drug  to  be  less-than-effectlve, 
and  submitted  Its  report  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs.  Copies  of  that 
report  have  previously  been  made  pub¬ 
licly  available  and  are  mi  display  at  ttie 
office  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion’s  Hearing  Clerk.  After  reviewing  the 
Academy’s  report  and  the  available  data 
and  Information,  the  Commissioner  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  drug  Is  less-than-effec- 
tive  and  published  his  conclusion  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  17,  1968  (33 
PR  10227)  that  the  drug  lacks  svrijstan- 
tlal  evidence  of  effectiveness  for  Its 
labeled  Indications. 

NDA  8-530;  Alevalre  (a  combination  of 
0.125  percent  tyloxapol,  2  percent  sodium 
bicar^nate,  5  percent  glycerin  and 
92.875  percent  water) ;  Whithrop  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.  (subsidiary  of  Sterling  Drug, 
Inc.),  90  Park  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10016. 

NDA  10-613;  Alevalre  (a  combination 
of  0.125  percent  tyloxapol,  2  percent 
sodium  bicarbonate,  5  percent  glycerin 
and  92.875  percent  water);  Wlnthrop 
Laboratories  (subsidiary  of  Sterling 
Drug,  Inc.)  90  Park  Avenue,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10016. 

A  notice  of  opportimity  for  hearing  on 
the  proposal  to  withdraw  approval  of  new 
drug  applications  Nos.  8-530  and  10-613 
was  published  In  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  6,  1969  (34  FR  19389). 
Pursuant  to  that  notice.  Winthrop  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  holder  of  new  drug  application 
(NDA)  No.  8-530,  Winthrop  Laborato¬ 
ries,  holder  of  NDA  10-613,  and  Breon 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  a  firm  marketing 
Alevalre  in  the  United  States,  filed  a 
request  for  hearing.  The  request  for 
hearing  was  evaluated  and  an  order  was 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  of 
September  11, 1971  (36  PR  18336),  deny¬ 
ing  the  request  and  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  NDAs  Nos.  8-530  and  10-613 
on  the  groimd  that  there  Is  a  lack  of 
substantial  evidence  that  Alevaire  is  ef¬ 
fective  for  its  recommended  uses. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Febru¬ 
ary  10, 1972  (37  FR  3001) ,  after  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  had  been  remanded  to  the 
Agency  by  the  United  States  CJourt  of 
Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  reinstated  approval  of  both 
NDAs. 

A  second  order  denying  the  request  for 
a  hearing  and  withdrawing  approval  of 
both  NDAs  was  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  (rf  March  8,  1973  (38  FR  6305) . 
Thereafter,  holders  of  the  NDAs  filed  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  and  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  18, 1973  (38  PR 


15861),  the  Commissioner  set  aside  the 
final  order  and  reinstated  approval  of 
the  appIlcatloDs. 

The  Commissioner  reevaluated  the 
request  fOT  hearing  and,  on  August  9, 
1973  (38  FR  21515),  a  third  order  was 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  deny¬ 
ing  the  request  and  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  both  NDAs. 

In  consolidated  appeals  to  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  fcH:  the  Second 
Circuit,  Sterling  Drug.  Inc.  and  Its  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  Winthrop  Products,  Inc.  and 
Breon  Laboratories,  Inc.  sought  judicial 
review  of  the  .Commissioner’s  orders  pub¬ 
lished  March  8, 1973,  and  August  9,  1973. 
On  May  2,  1974,  the  Ck>urt  set  aside  the 
order  of  August  9,  1973,  and  reinstated 
approval  of  both  NDAs.  It  held  that  the 
notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing  pub¬ 
lished  December  6,  1969  was  defective 
because  it  did  not  mention  the  combina¬ 
tion  drug  theory  as  a  ground  for  the 
proposed  withdrawal  of  approval  and 
that  the  firms  were  therefore  not  glvMi 
a  meaningful  opportunity  to  submit 
studies  or  data  to  contravene  that  theory. 
The  appeal  from  the  order  publish^ 
March  8, 1973  was  dismissed  by  the  Court 
as  moot.  Sterling  Drug,  Inc.  v.  Wein¬ 
berger,  Nos.  73-1628  and  73-2481. 

’The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs 
concludes  that.  In  light  of  the  foregoing. 
It  Is  appropriate  to  issue  a  new  notice  of 
opportunity  for  hearing  with  respect  to 
the  drug  product  Alevalre.  New  submis¬ 
sions  should  be  made  In  the  formats  and 
with  the  analyses  required  by  21  CTR 
314.200. 

The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs 
feels  that  it  is  appropriate  In  this  notice 
to  point  out  several  considerations  re¬ 
late  to  demonstrating  that  a  drug  prod¬ 
uct  such  as  Alevaire  is  an  effective 
product. 

Alevaire  consists  of  water,  sodium  bi¬ 
carbonate  (to  give  a  2  percent  aqueous 
solution),  glycerin  and  tyloxapol,  a  de¬ 
tergent.  It  ij  possible  to  conclude  that 
Alevaire  is  a  combination  product,  with 
several  Ingredients  intended  to  contrlb- 
bute  to  the  overall  claimed  therapeutic 
effect.  In  fact.  In  its  labeling  the  sponsor 
has  at  times  Indicated  adherence  to  this 
Interpretation.  ’Thus,  In  package  inserts 
used  imtll  1970  the  following  statement 
appears: 

Superlnon©  [tyloxapol]  Is  effective  In  low¬ 
ering  surface  tension;  sodium  bicarbonate 
creates  an  alkaline  medliun  to  help  liquefy 
mucus;  glycerin  assists  In  the  stabilization 
of  the  aerosol  droplet. 

’This  statement  Indicates  that  at  least 
the  bicarbonate  and  tyloxapol  were  con¬ 
sidered  active,  each  pla3dng  a  specific  role 
in  the  overall  therapeutic  effect  of  Alev¬ 
aire. 

On  the  other  hand.  It  Is  also  possible 
to  consider  Alevaire  as  a  single  active 
component,  tyloxapcd,  with  a  vehicle  that 
happens  to  have  some  activity  of  its  own 
In  the  treatment  of  patients  with  diffi¬ 
culty  in  mobilizing  pulmonary  secretions. 
Recent  package  inserts  for  Alevalre  no 
longer  refer  to  the  contributions  of  the 
various  components.  A  vehicle  with  ther¬ 
apeutic  activity  Is,  in  this  instance,  not 


a  contradiction  In  terms.  In  the  case  of 
aerosols  such  as  Alevalre,  any  vehicle, 
whether  water  or  saline,  win  have 
activity. 

WhethOT  Alevalre  Is  a  combination  or 
not  has  a  bearing  on  the  conduct  and 
evaluation  of  studies  to  demonstrate 
safety  and  effectiveness.  If  It  Is  a  com- 
blnaUon,  the  requirements  of  21  C7FR 
3.86  In  addition  to  those  of  21  CFR 
314.111  must  be  met,  and  the  contribu¬ 
tion  to  overaU  effectiveness  of  the  water, 
bicarbonate,  and  tyloxapol  must  be  as¬ 
sessed.  This  would  require,  at  a  mini¬ 
mum,  a  study  Including  groups  treated 
with  water  alone,  water  plus  bicarbonate, 
water  plus  tyloxapol,  water  plus  bicar¬ 
bonate  plus  tyloxapol.  (Glycerin,  appar¬ 
ently  Intend^  to  affect  aerosol  droplet 
size,  could  be  added  to  all  groups) . 

If  Alevalre  is  a  single  active  component 
In  a  several  component  vehicle,  the  re¬ 
quired  clinical  studies  are  somewhat  less 
complex.  In  this  case  evidence  must  be 
presented  that  Alevalre  is  more  effective 
than  its  admittedly  active  vehicle.  De¬ 
velopment  of  such  evidence  would  require 
a  two-group  trial:  patients  treated  with 
the  vehicle  (water,  bicarbonate,  and  gly¬ 
cerin)  alone  vs.  patients  treated  with 
Alevaire.  In  this  instance,  a  comparison 
of  Alevaire  with  water  or  saline  does  not 
address  the  question  of  whether  tylox¬ 
apol  is  an  active  drug,  since  any  differ¬ 
ence  seen  favoring  Alevaire  could  be  the 
result  of  the  bicarbonate. 

It  is  the  present  conclusion  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Drugs,  based  in  part  upon  the 
explicit  labeling  for  Alevaire  used  until 
1970,  that  Alevaire  is  a  fixed  combination 
drug  product  and  that  evidence  of  its 
effectiveness  should  be  derived  from  ade¬ 
quate  and  well-controlled  studies  meet¬ 
ing  the  requirements  of  21  CFR  314.111 
and  21  CFR  3.86.  Any  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  the  present  notice 
should  provide  such  evidence  of  effec¬ 
tiveness  as  a  fixed  combination  or,  al¬ 
ternatively,  demonstrate  that  Alevaire  is 
a  single  entity  drug  product  and  provide 
evidence  in  the  form  of  adequate  and 
well-controlled  studies  meeting  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  21  CFR  314.111,  that 
Alevaire  is  effective  as  a  single  entity 
drug  product. 

On  the  basis  of  all  the  data  and  the 
information  available  to  him,  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  is  unaware 
of  any  adequate  and  well-controlled 
clinical  investigation,  conducted  by  ex¬ 
perts  qualified  by  scientific  training  and 
experience,  meeting  the  requirements  of 
section  505  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and 
21  CFR  314.111(a)(5)  and  21  CFR  3.86, 
demonstrating  the  effectiveness  of  the 
combination  drug  product.  ’The  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  is  also  un¬ 
aware  of  any  adequate  and  well- 
controlled  cliidcal  investigation,  con¬ 
ducted  by  experts  qualified  by  scientific 
training  and  experience,  meeting  the 
requirements  of  section  505  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21 
U.S.C.  355)  and  21  CTR  314.111(a)(5), 
demonstrating  the  effectiveness  of  Ale¬ 
valre,  considered  as  a  single-entity  drug 
product. 


No.  157— Pt.  I - 7 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  157— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  13,  1974 


29014 


NOTICES 


Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  the  hold¬ 
er  (s)  of  the  new  drug  application  (s)  and 
to  all  other  Interested  persons  that  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  proposes 
to  Issue  an  order  under  section  505(e) 
of  the  Federal  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  355(e)),  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  drug  applicatlon(s) 
(or  if  Indicated  above,  those  parts  of  the 
appllcation(s)  providing  for  the  drug 
product(s)  listed  above)  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  and  supplements  thereto  on  the 
ground  that  new  information  before  him 
with  respect  to  the  drug  productis), 
evaluated  together  with  the  evidence 
available  to  him  at  the  time  of  approval 
of  the  application  (s ) ,  shows  there  is  a 
lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the  drug 
product  (s)  will  have  the  effect  It  pur¬ 
ports  or  is  represented  to  have  under  the 
conditions  of  use  prescribed,  recom¬ 
mended,  or  suggested  In  the  labeling. 

In  addition  to  the  holder(s)  of  the  new 
drug  appllcation(s)  specifically  named 
above,  this  notice  of  opportimity  for 
hearing  applies  to  all  persons  who  manu¬ 
facture  or  distribute  a  drug  product 
which  is  identical,  related,  or  similar  to 
a  drug  product  named  above,  as  defined 
in  21  CFR  310.6.  It  is  the  responsibility  of 
every  drug  manufacturer  or  distributor 
to  review  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  to  determine  whether  it  covers 
any  drug  product  he  manuftacures  or 
distributes.  Any  person  may  request  an 
opinion  of  the  applicability  of  this  no¬ 
tice  to  a  specific  drug  product  he  manu¬ 
factures  or  distributes  that  may  be  iden¬ 
tical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug  prod¬ 
uct  named  in  this  notice  by  writing  to 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Drugs,  OfBce  of  Compliance 
(HFD-300) ,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Md.  20852. 

In  addition  to  the  ground (s)  for  the 
proposed  withdrawal  of  approval  stated 
above,  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  encompasses  all  issues  relating  to 
the  legal  status  of  the  drug  product  sub¬ 
ject  to  it  (Including  identical,  related,  or 
similar  drug  products  as  defined  in 
5  310.6)  e.g.,  any  contention  that  any 
such  product  is  not  a  new  drug  because  it 
is  generally  recognized  as  safe  and  effec¬ 
tive  within  the  meaning  of  section  201  (p) 
of  the  act  or  because  it  is  exempt  from 
part  or  all  of  the  new  drug  provisions  of 
the  act  pursuant  to  the  exemption  for 
products  marketed  prior  to  June  25, 1938, 
contained  in  section  201  (p)  of  the  act,  or 
pursuant  to  section  107(c)  of  the  Dnig 
Amendments  of  1962;  or  for  any  other 
reason. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder 
(21  CFR  310,  314),  the  applicant  (s)  and 
all  other  persons  subject  to  this  notice 
pursuant  to  21  CFR  310.6  are  hereby 
given  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  to 
show  why  approval  of  the  new  drug  ap¬ 
plication  (s)  should  not  be  withdrawn 
and  an  opportunity  to  raise,  for  admin¬ 
istrative  determination,  all  issues  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  legal  status  of  a  drug  product 
named  above  and  of  all  identical,  re¬ 
lated,  or  similar  dnig  products. 


If  an  applicant  or  any  other  person 
subject  to  this  notice  pursuant  to  21  CFR 
310.6  elects  to  avail  himself  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing,  he  shall  file 
(1)  on  or  before  September  12,  1974,  a 
written  notice  of  appearance  an(l  request 
for  hearing,  and  (2)  on  or  before  Oc¬ 
tober  15, 1974,  the  data,  information,  and 
analyses  on  which  he  relies  to  justify 
a  hearing,  as  specified  in  21  CFR  314.200. 
Any  other  interested  person  may  also 
submit  comments  on  this  notice.  The 
procedures  and  requirements  governing 
this  notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing, 
a  notice  of  appearance  and  request  for 
hearing,  a  submission  of  data,  informa¬ 
tion,  and  analyses  to  justify  a  hearing, 
other  comments,  and  a  grant  or  denial 
of  hearing,  are  contained  in  21  CFR 
130.14  as  published  and  discussed  in  de¬ 
tail  in  the  Federal  Register  of  March  13, 
1974  (39  FR  9750),  recodified  as  21  CFR 
314.200  on  March  29. 1974  (39  FR  11680). 

The  failure  of  an  applicant  or  any  oth¬ 
er  person  subject  to  this  notice  pursu¬ 
ant  to  21  CFR  310.6  to  file  timely  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  and  request  for  hearing 
as  required  by  21  CFR  314.200  consti¬ 
tutes  an  election  by  such  person  not  to 
avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  for  a 
hearing  concerning  the  action  proposed 
with  respect  to  such  drug  product  and 
a  waiver  of  any  contentions  concerning 
the  legal  status  of  any  such  drug  prod¬ 
uct.  Any  such  drug  prcxiuct  may  not 
thereafter  lawfully  be  marketed,  and  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  will  ini¬ 
tiate  appropriate  regulatory  action  to 
remove  such  drug  products  from  the 
market.  Any  new  drug  product  marketed 
without  an  approved  NDA  is  subject  to 
regulatory  action  at  any  time. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing 
that  there  is  a  genuine  and  substantial 
issue  of  fact  that  requires  a  hearing.  If 
it  conclusively  appears  from  the  face  of 
the  data,  information,  and  factual  anal¬ 
yses  in  the  request  for  the  hearing 
that  there  is  no  genuine  and  substantial 
issue  of  fact  which  precludes  the  with¬ 
drawal  of  approval  of  the  application,  or 
when  a  request  for  hearing  is  not  made 
in  the  required  format  or  with  the  re¬ 
quired  analyses,  the  Commissioner  will 
enter  summary  judgment  against  the 
person(s)  who  requests  the  hearing, 
making  findings  and  conclusions,  deny¬ 
ing  a  hearing. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  notice 
shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Food  an<i  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration  (HFC-20),  Room  6-86,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  no¬ 
tice,  except  for  data  and  Information 
prohibited  from  public  disclosure  pursu¬ 
ant  to  21  U.S.C.  331  (j)  or  18  UB.C.  1905, 
may  be  seen  in  the  ofiBce  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  505,  52  Stat.  1052-53, 
as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  355),  and  under 


authority  delegated  to  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Drugs  (21  CFR  2.121). 

Dated:  August  1, 1974. 

J.  Richard  Crout, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 
[FR  Doc.74-18520  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[DESI  734:  Docket  No.  rDC-D-S21; 

NDA  734  etc.] 

CERTAIN  PREPARATIONS  CONTAINING 
HISTAMINE  PHOSPHATE 

Follow-up  Notice;  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

In  a  notice  (DESI  734)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  August  19,  1971 
(36  FR  16123) ,  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  announced  his  conclusions 
pursuant  to  evaluation  of  a  report  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  National  Academy  of 
Sclences-National  Research  Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group  on  Histamine 
Phosphate  Injection  containing  0.275 
mg.,  0.55  mg.,  and  2.75  mg.  of  histamine 
phosphate  per  ml.;  Eli  Lilly  and  Co., 
Post  Office  Box  618,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46206  (NDA  734). 

In  addition  to  the  holder(s)  of  the  new 
drug  appllcatipn(s)  specifically  named 
above,  this  notice  applies  to  all  persons 
who  manufacture  or  distribute  a  drug 
product,  not  the  subject  of  an  approved 
new  drug  application,  which  is  identical, 
related,  or  similar  to  a  drug  product 
named  above,  as  defined  in  21  CFR  310.6. 
K  is  the  responsibility  of  every  drug 
manufactiuer  or  distributor  to  review  this 
notice  to  determine  whether  it  covers  any 
drug  product  he  manufactures  or  dis¬ 
tribute.  Any  person  may  request  an 
opinion  of  the  applicability  of  this  notice 
to  a  specific  drug  product  he  manufac¬ 
tures  or  distributes  that  may  be  identi¬ 
cal,  related,  or  similar  to  a  dnig  product 
named  in  this  notice  by  wilting  to  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Bureau 
of  Drugs,  Office  of  Compliance  (HPD- 
300),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852. 

The  notice  of  August  19,  1971,  stated 
that: 

1.  Histamine  phosphate  Injection 
(0.275  mg./ml.)  was  regarded  as  effective 
when  labeled  for  Intravenous  use  in  the 
histamine  test  for  pheochromocytoma. 

2.  Histamine  phosphate  injection  (2.75 
mg./ml.)  was  regarded  as  effective  when 
labeled  for  subcutaneous  use  in  the  gas¬ 
tric  histamine  test. 

3.  The  drugs  were  regarded  as  possibly 
effective  when  labeled  for  use  in  Me¬ 
niere’s  disease;  cephalalgias;  and  periph¬ 
eral  vascular  dlse^es;  and  lacking  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  of  their 
other  labeled  indications. 

Histamine  Diphosphate  Injection  con¬ 
taining  histamine  phosphate  0.275  mg./ 
ml.;  Abbott  Laboratories,  14th  and  Sher¬ 
idan  Road,  North  Chicago,  IL  60064 
(NDA  2-854),  was  also  Included  in  the 
notice  of  August  19,  1971.  Approval  of 
that  new  drug  application  was  with¬ 
drawn  March  18,  1972  (37  FR  5711),  on 
the  grounds  of  failure  to  file  certain  re¬ 
quired  reports  under  section  505(j)  of 
the  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355(j) ) .  Final  efficacy 
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conclusions,  as  set  forth  In  this  notioe, 
had  not  been  made  at  ttiat  time. 

Based  upon  further  conslderatlaQ.  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  con¬ 
cludes  that  histamine  pho^hate  Injee- 
tlon  (2.75  mg/5  mL  (i.e..  0.55  mg/nd.)  ) 
when  labeled  properly  as  to  the  total 
amount  ot  histamine  phosphate  needed, 
is  effective  In  the  gastric  histamine  test 
and  in  the  diagnostic  test  for  pheochro- 
mocytoma  because  the  appropriate  dose 
for  either  use  can  be  delivered  with  this 
strength  preparation. 

The  other  possibly  effective  indlcatUms 
have  been  re(dasslfled  to  lacking  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  of  effectiveness  in  that  no 
data  were  received  pursuant  to  the  no¬ 
tice. 

Accordingly,  the  previous  notice  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

A.  Effectiveness  classification.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  C(«i- 
sldered  the  Actulemy’s  reports,  as  w^  as 
other  available  evidence  and  concludes 
that: 

1.  Histamine  phosphate  injectlmx 
(0.275  mg./mL  or  2.75  mg./5  mL  (0.55 
mg./ml.))  is  effective  when  labeled  for 
Intravenous  use  as  a  provocative  diagnos¬ 
tic  agent  fcur  pheochromocytoma. 

2.  Histamine  i^osi^te  injection  (2.75 
mg./ml.,  or  2.75  mg./5  mL  (0.55  mg/ 
ml.))  is  effective  fm:  subcutaneous  ad¬ 
ministration  to  test  the  ability  of  the 
gastric  mucosa  to  produce  hydrochloric 
acid. 

3.  There  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  of  effectiveness  of  histamine  phos¬ 
phate  injection,  in  any  strength,  for 
other  labeled  indications,  including 
therapeutic  use  in  histaminlc  cephsdal- 
gla,  various  allergic  reactions,  retrobul¬ 
bar  neuritis,  multiple  sclerosis,  Meniere’s 
syndrome,  migraine,  schizophrenia, 
manic-depressive  and  paranoid  states, 
thromboangiitis  oWiterans,  Bell’s  palsy, 
and  hypersensitivity  to  colds. 

B.  Conditions  tor  approval  and  mar¬ 
keting.  The  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  is  prepared  to  approve  abbreviated 
new  drug  am>llcatlons  and  abbreviated 
supplements  to  previously  approved  new 
drug  applications  under  conditions  de¬ 
scribed  herein. 

1.  Form  of  drug.  These  preparations 
are  in  sterile  aqueous  solution  form  suit¬ 
able  for  subcutaneous  or  intravenous  ad¬ 
ministration,  as  Indicated  above. 

2.  Labeling  conditions,  a.  The  labels 
bear  the  statement,  “Caution:  “Federal 
law  prohibits  dispensing  without  pre¬ 
scription.” 

b.  The  drugs  are  labeled  to  comply 
with  all  requirements  of  the  Act  and 
regulations  and  the  labeling  bears  ade¬ 
quate  information  for  safe  and  effective 
use  of  the  drug.  The  “Indications”  are 
as  follows: 

iNSICATIOirS 

(I)  Histamine  phosphate  Injection 
(0.275  mg./ml.  or  0.55  mg./ml.) :  May  be 
used  Intravenously  as  a  provocative 
diagnostic  agent  for  pheochromocytoma. 

(II)  Histamine  phosphate  Injection 
(2.75  mg./mL  or  2.75  mg/5  ml.  may  be 
used  subcutaneously  to  test  the  at^ty 
of  the  gastric  mucosa  to  produce  hydro¬ 
chloric  acid. 


(These  Indications  should  be  precisely 
stated  and  ttie  doees  expressed  on  a 
welidit  basis,  Le.,  mllllgrams-per-kllo- 
giamJ 

3.  Marketing  status.  Marketing  of 
such  drugs  may  be  ccmtlnued  under  the 
ecmdltions  described  in  the  notice  en¬ 
titled  Conditions  for  Marketing  New 
Drugs  Evaluated  in  Drug  Efficacy  Study, 
published  In  the  Federal  Register 
July  14.  1070  (35  FR  11273) .  as  follows: 

a.  For  holders  of  “deemed  approved” 
new  drug  applications  (l.e.,  an  applica¬ 
tion  which  became  effective  on  the  basis 
of  safety  prior  to  October  10,  1962) ,  the 
submission  of  a  supplement  for  revised 
labeling  and  an  abbreviated  supplement 
for  updating  information  as  described  in 
paragraphs  (a)(1)  (D  and  (ill)  of  the 
notice  of  July  14, 1970. 

b.  For  any  person  who  does  not  hold 
an  approved  or  effective  new  drug  ap¬ 
plication,  the  submission  of  an  abbrevi¬ 
ated  new  drug  application  as  described 
in  paragraph  (a)  (3)  (1)  of  that  notice. 

c.  For  any  distributor  of  the  drug,  the 
use  of  labeling  in  accord  with  this  an¬ 
nouncement  for  any  such  drug  shipped 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Act  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (b)  of  that  notice. 

C.  Notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing. 
On  the  basis  of  all  the  data  and  informa¬ 
tion  available  to  him,  the  Director  of  the 
Biu-eau  of  Drugs  is  unaware  of  any  ade¬ 
quate  and  wen-controlled  clinical  inves¬ 
tigation,  conducted  by  experts  qualified 
by  scientific  training  and  experience, 
meeting  the  requirements  of  section  505 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and  21  CFR  314.111 
(a)  (5) ,  demonstrating  the  effectiveness 
of  the  drug(s)  for  the  Indlcatlon(s) 
lacking  substantial  evidence  of  effective¬ 
ness  referred  to  in  paragraph  A.  3.  of 
this  notice. 

Notice  is  given  to  the  holder  (s)  of  the 
new  drug  appllcation(s) ,  and  to  all  other 
Interested  persons,  that  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Diugs  proposes  to  issue 
an  order  under  section  505(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  355(e)),  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  drug  application  (s) 
(or,  if  Indicated  above,  those  parts  of  the 
appllcatlon(s)  providing  fcMr  the  drug 
product (s)  listed  above)  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  and  supplements  thereto  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  Indlcation(s)  lacking  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  referred 
to  in  paragraph  A,  3.  of  this  notice  on  the 
groimd  that  new  information  before  him 
with  respect  to  the  drug  product(s), 
evaluated  together  with  the  evidence 
available  to  him  at  the  time  of  approval 
of  the  applicatlon(s) ,  shows  there  is  a 
lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drug  product  (s)  will  have  all  the  effects 
it  purports  or  is  represented  to  have  un¬ 
der  the  conditions  of  the  prescribed, 
recommended,  or  suggested  in  the  label¬ 
ing.  An  order  withdrawing  approval  will 
not  issue  with  respect  to  any  applica¬ 
tion  (s)  supplemented,  in  accord  with 
this  notice,  to  delete  the  claim(s)  lack¬ 
ing  substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness. 

In  addition  to  the  ground  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  withdrawal  of  ainiroval  stated 
above,  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 


hearing  enccunpasses  all  Issues  relating 
to  the  legal  status  of  the  drug  products 
subject  to  it  (including  identical,  related, 
or  similar  drug  products  as  defined  in 
8  310.6) ,  e.g..  any  contention  that  any 
such  product  is  not  a  new  drug  because 
It  is  generally  recognized  as  safe  and 
effective  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201  (p)  of  the  act  or  because  it  is  exempt 
from  part  or  all  of  the  new  drug  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  act  pursuant  to  the  exemp¬ 
tion  for  products  marketed  prior  to  June 
25,  1938,  contained  in  section  201  (p)  of 
the  act,  or  pursuant  to  section  107(c)  of 
the  Drug  Amendments  of  1962;  or  for 
any  other  reason. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  act  (21  n.S.C.  355) 
and  the  regulations  promulgated  there¬ 
under  (21  CFR  310,  314),  the  appll- 
cant(s)  and  all  other  persons  who  manu¬ 
facture  or  distribute  a  dnig  product 
which  is  IdenticaL  related,  or  similar  to 
a  drug  product  named  above  (21  CTR 
310.6) ,  are  hereby  given  an  opportunity 
for  a  hearing  to  show  why  approval  of 
the  new  drug  application  (s)  providing 
for  the  Claim(s)  Involved  should  not  be 
withdrawn  and  an  opportunity  to  raise, 
for  administrative  determination,  all  is¬ 
sues  relating  to  the  legal  status  of  a 
drug  product  named  above  and  all  iden¬ 
tical,  related,  or  similar  drug  products. 

If  an  applicant  or  any  person  subject 
to  this  notice  pmsumit  to  21  CFR  310.6 
elects  to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity 
fOT  a  hearing,  he  shall  file  (1)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  12,  1974,  a  written  notice 
of  appearance  and  request  for  hearing, 
and  (2)  on  or  before  October  15, 1974,  the 
data,  information,  and  analyses  on  which 
he  relies  to  justify  a  hearing,  as  specified 
in  21  CFR  314.200.  Any  other  interested 
person  may  also  submit  comments  on 
this  proposal  to  withdraw  approvaL  The 
procedures  and  requirements  governing 
tills  notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing,  a 
notice  of  appearance  and  request  for 
hearing,  a  submission  of  data,  informa¬ 
tion,  and  antdyses  to  justify  a  hearing, 
other  comments,  and  a  grant  or  d«ilal 
of  hearing,  are  contained  in  21  CTR 
130.14  as  published  and  discussed  in  de¬ 
tail  in  the  Federal  Register  of  March  13, 
1974  (39  FR  9750),  recodified  as  21  CFR 
314.200  on  March  29,  1974.  (39  FR 
11680). 

The  failure  of  an  applicant  or  any 
other  person  subject  to  this  notice  pur¬ 
suant  to  21  CTR  310.6  to  file  timely  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  and  request  for  hearing 
as  required  by  21  CFR  314.200  consti¬ 
tutes  an  election  by  such  person  not  to 
avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  for  a 
hearing  concerning  the  action  proposed 
with  respect  to  such  drug  product  and 
a  waiver  of  any  contentions  concerning 
the  legal  status  of  such  drug  product. 
Any  such  drug  product  labeled  for  the 
Indlcation(s)  lacking  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  of  effectiveness  referred  to  in  para¬ 
graph  A.  3  cf  this  notice  may  not  there¬ 
after  lawfully  be  marketed,  and  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  will  initiate 
appropriate  regulatory  action  to  remove 
such  drug  products  from  the  market.  Any 
new  drug  product  marketed  without  an 
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approved  NDA  Is  subject  to  regulatory 
action  any  time. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing  that 
there  is  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue 
of  fact  that  requires  a  hearing.  If  it 
conclusively  appears  from  the  face  of  the 
data,  information,  and  factual  analyses 
in  the  request  for  the  hearing  that  there 
is  no  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
fact  which  precludes  the  withdrawal  of 
approval  of  the  application,  or  when  a 
request  for  hearing  is  not  made  in  the 
required  format  or  with  the  required 
analyses,  the  Commissioner  will  enter 
summary  judgment  against  the  per- 
son(s)  who  requests  the  hearing,  making 
findings  and  conclusions,  denying  a 
hearing. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  notice 
of  opportunity  for  hearing  shall  be  filed 
in  quintupllcate.  Such  submissions,  ex¬ 
cept  for  data  and  information  prohibited 
from  public  disclosure  pursuant  to  21 
U.S.C,  331(j)  or  18  U.S.C.  1905,  may  be 
seen  in  the  ofllce  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(address  given  below  during  regular 
business  hours,  Monday  thru  Friday. 

Communications  forwarded  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  should  be  identified 
with  the  reference  number  DESI  734, 
directed  to  the  attention  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  office  listed  below,  and  addressed 
to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852: 

Sxipplements  (Identify  with  NDA  number) : 
Office  of  Scientific  Evaluation  (HFD-100), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Original  abbreviated  new  drug  applications 
(Identify  as  such):  Generic  Drug  Staff 
(HFD-107),  Office  of  Scientific  Evaluation, 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Submissions  pursuant  to  the  notice  of  op¬ 
portunity  for  hearing:  (Identify  with 


docket  number) :  Hearing  Oerti,  Ft>od  and 
Drug  Administration  (HFC-20)«  Boom 
4-66,  Parklawn  Building. 

All  other  communications  regarding  this 
announcement:  Dmg  Efficacy  Study  Dn- 
plementatlon  Project  Manager  (HFD-101), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502,  505,  52  Stat. 
1050-53,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  352,  355) 
and  under  the  authority  delegated  to 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  (21 
CFR  2.121). 

Dated  August  1, 1974. 

J.  Richard  Crout, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 
[PR  Doc.74-18321  Piled  8-12-74;8:46  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Notice  of  Meetings 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-16410,  appearing  at 
page  26457  of  the  issue  of  Friday,  July 
19,  1974,  the  telephone  number  for  the 
Dental  Drug  Advisory  Committee,  listed 
in  the  table  on  page  26459,  now  reading 
“301-443-3563”,  should  read  “301-443- 
3560”. 


Health  Resources  Administration 

COOPERATIVE  HEALTH  STATISTICS 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Administrator,  Health  Resources 
Administration,  announces  the  meeting 
dates  and  other  required  information  for 
the  following  National  Advisory  body 
scheduled  to  assemble  the  month  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1974: 


Cancer  Institute,  September  11,  1974, 
National  Bistitutes  of  Health,  Building 
31,  Conference  Room  2. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  on  September  11,  1974  from  7  p.m.  to 
7:30  p.m.,  to  discuss  miscellaneous  com¬ 
mittee  matters.  Attendance  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  will  be  limited  to  space  available.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth 
in  sections  552(b)(4)  and  552(b)(6), 
Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  section  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will  be  closed 
to  the  public  on  September  11,  1974, 
from  7:30  pm.  until  adjournment  at  10 
p.m.  for  discussion  of  contract  proposals. 
The  proposals  contain  information  of  a 
pr<^rietary  or  confidential  natme,  in¬ 
cluding  detailed  research  prot(Kols, 
designs,  and  other  technical  informa¬ 
tion;  financial  data,  such  as  salaries;  and 
personal  information  concerning  indi¬ 
viduals  associated  with  the  contracts. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  (Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries  of 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers. 

Dr.  Bernice  T.  Radovich,  Executive 
Secretary,  Landow  Building,  Room  B- 
404.  National  Institutes  of  Health.  Be¬ 
thesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/496-6773) 
will  furnish  substantive  program  infor¬ 
mation. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.825,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  August  5, 1974. 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director. 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
(FR Doc.74-18481  Filed  &-12-74;8:46  am] 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and/or  contact  person 

Cooperative  Uealth  Statii^tics  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 

September  10  to  IS,  (  a.m.,  Stouffer’s 
National  Center  Inn,  Decatur 
Room,  2399  Jefferson  Davis  High¬ 
way,  Arlington,  Va. 

Open— Contact  Dr.  James 
Room  8-11,  Parklawn  Bld| 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  M( 
301-443-1314. 

Robey, 
f.,  6600 
1.  Code 

Purpose:  The  Committee  is  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  interests  of  the  pieople  of  the 
United  States  in  providing  advice  and 
guidance  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Center  for  Health  Statistics  on 
policies  and  plans  in  developing  a  major 
new  national  network  of  Integrated  or 
coordinated  subsystems  of  data  collec¬ 
tions,  processing,  and  analysis  over  a 
wide  range  of  questions  relating  to  gen¬ 
eral  health  problems  of  the  population, 
health  care  resources,  and  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  health  care  services. 

Agenda:  During  this  Initial  meeting 
the  Committee  will  be  briefed  and 
oriented  to  the  goals  and  objectives  of 
the  Cooperative  Health  Statistics  System 
(CHSS).  They  will  discuss  the  delegated 
functions  of  the  Conunittee,  hear  staff 
progress  reports  on  the  status  of  the 
CHSS,  Identify  problems  that  need  reso¬ 
lutions  and  propose  establishment  of 
Technical  Consultant  Panels'  for  these 
tasks. 


Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  for 
observation  and  participation.  Anyone 
wishing  to  participate,  obtain  a  roster  of 
members,  or  other  relevant  information, 
should  contact  the  person  listed  above. 

Dated:  August  8,  1974. 

Daniel  F.  Whiteside. 

Associate  Administrator  for 
Operations  and  Management, 
Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.74-18624  FUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


National  Institutes  of  Health 
BREAST  CANCER  DIAGNOSIS  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  Ll  92-463,  notice  Is 
her^y  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Breast 
Cancer  Diagnosis  Committee,  National 


COMMITTEE  ON  CANCER 
IMMUNODIAGNOSIS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Cancer  Immunodiagnosis,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  September  10, 
1974,  National  Institutes  of  Health,  Clin¬ 
ical  Center,  Conference  Room  4B14. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  September  10,  1974  at  1  p.m.,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  general  bustoess.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552(b)  (4)  and  552(b) 
(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  section  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  on  September  10, 
1974  from  1:30  p.m.,  to  adjournment  for 
the  review,  discussion  and  evaluation  of 
Individual  contract  proposals.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contain  information  of  a  proprie¬ 
tary  or  confidential  nature,  including 
detailed  research  protocols,  designs,  and 
other  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  concerning  individuals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  proposals. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI.  Building  31, 
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Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries  of 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee 
members. 

Dr.  Barbara  H.  Sanford,  Executive 
Secretary,  Clinical  Center,  Room  4B17, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301/496-1971)  wlU  fur¬ 
nish  substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  (13.826),  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  August  5, 1974. 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 

Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.74r-18432  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


DIAGNOSTIC  RADIOLOGY  COMMITTEE 
AND  BREAST  CANCER  DIAGNOSIS  COM¬ 
MITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L,  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Diag¬ 
nostic  Research  Advisory  Group,  the 
Diagnostic  Radiology  Committee  and  the 
Breast  Cancer  Diagnosis  Committee,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  September  12, 
1974,  in  Wilson  Hall,  Building  1,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  September  12, 1974  at  9  a.m.  to  discuss 
the  recognition  of  cryptic  metastatic  dis¬ 
ease  in  patients  with  clinically  early  can¬ 
cer.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  sections 
552(b)(4)  and  552(b)(6),  Title  5,  U.S. 
Code  and  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
on  September  12, 1974  from  1  p.m.  to  ad¬ 
journment  for  the  discussion  of  three  new 
contract  proposals.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tain  information  of  a  proprietary  or  con¬ 
fidential  natiue,  including  detailed  re¬ 
search  protocols,  and  other  technical 
information;  financial  data,  such  as 
salaries;  and  personal  information  con¬ 
cerning  individuals  associated  with  the 
contracts. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  P.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  Building  31,  Room  3A16,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301/496-5708)  will  fur¬ 
nish  summaries  of  meetings  and  rosters 
of  committee  members. 

Dr.  Irvin  C.  Plough,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Building  31,  Room  3A04,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Mary¬ 
land  20014  (301/496-1591)  wiU  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.826,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  August  5, 1974. 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

IFR  Doc.74-18430  Filed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 


VISION  RESEARCH  PROGRAM  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
her^y  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Vision  Research  Program  Committee, 
National  Eye  Institute,  September  19-20, 
1974,  at  the  Holiday  Inn,  8120  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  September  19  frMn  7  p.m.  to  adjourn¬ 
ment  for  introduction  of  new  members 
and  a  presentation  by  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Eye  Institute  on  the  role  of  the 
Vision  Research  Program  Committee. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  set  forth  in  sections 
552(b)(4)  and  552(b)(6),  Title  5.  U.S. 
Code  and  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92- 
463,  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  on  September  20  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  adjournment  for  the  review,  discus¬ 
sion,  and  evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications  and  the  classification  of  re¬ 
search  grants  within  program  areas.  The 
applications  contain  information  of  a 
proprietary  or  confidential  nature,  in¬ 
cluding  detailed  research  protocols,  de¬ 
signs,  and  other  technical  information; 
financial  data,  such  as  salaries;  and  per¬ 
sonal  information  concerning  individ¬ 
uals  associated  with  the  applications  and 
proposals. 

The  Information  OflBcer  who  will  fur¬ 
nish  summaries  of  the  meeting  and  ros¬ 
ters  of  committee  members  is  Mr.  Julian 
Morris,  National  Eye  Institute,  Building 
31,  Room  6A-27,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  (301) 
496-5248.  Substantive  program  infor¬ 
mation  may  also  be  obtained  from  Dr. 
Wilford  L.  Nusser,  Chief,  Scientific  Pro¬ 
grams  Branch,  National  Eye  Institute, 
Building  31,  Room  6A-47,  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014,  (301)  496-5301. 

(C^atalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.331,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  August  5, 1974. 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 

Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FB  Doc.74-18428  FUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


THERAPEUTIC  EVALUATIONS  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Ther¬ 
apeutic  Evaluations  Committee,  Na¬ 
tional  Heart  and  Lung  Institute,  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1974,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Building  31,  Conference  Room  8. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  9:30  ajn.  on  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1974,  to  discuss  the  minutes  of 
the  April  29  meeting  and  subsequent 
Council  actions  on  Committee  recom¬ 
mendations,  an  administrative  report, 
and  an  interim  report.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space  avail¬ 
able.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
set  forth  in  sections  552(b)(4)  and  552 


(b)(6).  Title  5,  UJ3.  Code  and  section 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on.  September  23, 
1974  from  9:30  ajn.  to  adjournment,  for 
the  review,  discussion  and  evaluation  of 
Individual  grant  applications.  The  appli¬ 
cations  contain  information  of  a  proprie¬ 
tary  or  confidential  nature,  including  de¬ 
tailed  research  protocols,  designs,  and 
other  technical  Informatlcm;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  concerning  individuals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  applications. 

Mr.  Hugh  J.  Lee,  Acting  Information 
Officer,  NHU,  Building  31  Room  5A21, 
phone  (301)  496-4236,  will  provide  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of  the 
committee  members.  Dr.  Samuel  M. 
Schwartz,  Associate  Director  for  Review, 
Division  of  Extramural  Affairs,  NHLI, 
Westwood  Building,  Room  655A,  phone 
(301)  496-7351  will  furnish  substantive 
program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.346,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated;  August  5, 1974. 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 

Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.74-18429  FUed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  50-466,  60-467] 

HOUSTON  LIGHTING  AND  POWER  CO. 

Availability  of  AEC  Draft  Environmental 

Statement  for  the  Allens  Creek  Nuclear 

Generating  Station,  Units  1  and  2;  Cor¬ 
rection 

In  FR  Doc.  74-15547  appearing  at  page 
24946  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  July  8, 
1974,  change  the  sentence  beginning  in 
the  11th  line  of  the  third  paragraph  to 
read,  “Comments  are  due  by  August  26, 
1974.” 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  7th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Marshall  M.  Grotenhuis, 

Acting  Chief,  Environmental 
Projects  Branch  2,  Directorate 
of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-18433  FUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-496,  60-497] 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO., 

ET  AL 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Application  for 
Construction  Permits 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
regulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilization  Facilities”,  and 
Part  2,  “Rules  of  Practice”,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will  be  held 
by  an  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
(Board) ,  to  consider  the  application  filed 
under  the  Act  by  the  Northeast  Nuclear 
Energy  Company,  acting  for  itself  and 
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as  the  representative  of  the  other 
cants  listed  below,  for  construction  per¬ 
mits  for  two  boiling  water  nuclear  re¬ 
actors  designated  as  the  Montague  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Station,  Units  1  and  2  (the 
facilities),  each  of  which  will  be  de¬ 
signed  for  operation  at  approximately 
3579  thermal  megawatts  with  a  net  elec¬ 
trical  output  of  approximately  1150 
megawatts.  It  is  proposed  that  North¬ 
east  Nuclear  Energy  Company  will  de¬ 
sign,  construct,  and  operate  these  units 
but  it  will  not  have  any  ownership  In¬ 
terest  in  the  pmits.  The  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  are  to  be  located  on  the  applicants’ 
site,  consisting  of  1900  acres  of  land  area 
in  the  northern  Massachusetts  Town  of 
Montague,  Franklin  County,  1.8  miles 
east  of  the  Connecticut  River. 

The  proposed  Montague  \inits  are  to 
be  jointly  owned  by  a  minimum  of  nine 
and  a  maximum  of  twenty-nine  of  the 
below-named  applicants.  The  nine  appli¬ 
cants  which  are  committed  to  become 
ovimers  of  the  units  and  the  maximum 
percentage  of  ownership  of  each  are  as 
follows:  The  Connecticut  Light  and 
Power  Company  (39.75%);  The  Hart¬ 
ford  Electric  Light  Company  (21.00%); 
Western  Massachusetts  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (14.25%);  New  England  Power 
Compjany  (13.00%);  Central  Maine 
Power  Company  (3.00%);  New  Bedford 
Gas  and  Edison  Light  Company 
(4.50%);  Montaup  Electric  Company 
(2.00%) ;  Central  Vermont  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Corpjoration  (1.74%);  and  Fitchburg 
Gas  and  Electric  Light  Company 
(0.76%).  Twenty  consumer-owned  sys¬ 
tems  may  exercise  their  resp>ective  op¬ 
tions  to  acquire  portions  of  the  owner¬ 
ship  interests  which  the  aforementioned 
nine  appilicants  are  committed  to  ac¬ 
quire.  Those  consumer-owned  systems 
and  the  maximum  ownership  interests 
which  they  may  respiectively  acquire 
are :  Burlington  Electric  Depiartment 
(0.22%);  Town  of  Reading  Municipal 
Light  Department  (0.29%) ;  City  of  Chi- 
cop>ee  Municipal  Lighting  Plant  (0.26% ) ; 
City  of  Holyoke  Gas  and  Electric  Depaxt- 
ment  (0.16%) ;  Peabody  Electric  Depart¬ 
ment  (0.16%);  City  of  Westfield  Gas 
and  Electric  Light  Department  (0.16%) ; 
Town  of  Shrewsbury  Municipal  Light 
Department  (0.12%);  Town  of  Wake¬ 
field  Municipal  Light  Department 
(0.11%);  Town  of  South  Hadley  Elec¬ 
tric  Light  Department  (0.09%) ;  Town  of 
Hudson  Light  and  Power  Depiartment 
(0.08%);  Marblehead  Municipal  Light 
Department  (0.07%);  North  Attlebor¬ 
ough  Electric  Depjextment  (0.07%); 
Holden  Municipial  Light  Dep>artment 
(0.06%);  Town  of  Littleton  Electric 
Light  and  Water  Department  (0.05%); 
Town  of  West  Bolyston  Municipal  Light¬ 
ing  Plant  (0.04%) ;  Ashbumham  Munic- 
ipml  Light  Plant  (0.02%);  Town  of 
Bolyston  Municip>al  Light  Department 
(0.02%);  Paxton  Municipal  Light  De¬ 
partment  (0.02%);  Sterling  Municipal 
Electric  Light  Department  (0.02%); 
Templeton  Munlclpxtl  Light  Plant 
(0.02%). 

The  hearing,  which  will  be  scheduled 
to  begin  in  the  vicinity  of  the  site  of  the 
proposed  facilities,  will  be  conducted  by 


an  Atomic  Safetar  and  Ucen-slng  Board 
(Board)  which  has  been  designated  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Atcanlc  Safety  and 
licensing  Board  Panel,  consisting  of 
Frederic  J.  CX>ufal,  E^.,  Chairman; 
Ralph  S.  Decker,  Member;  and  Dr.  Rob¬ 
ert  L.  Holton,  Member. 

Pmsuant  to  10  CFR  2.785,  an  Atomic  . 
Safety  and  Licensing  App>eal  Board  will 
exercise  the  authority  and  the  review 
function  which  would  otherwise  be  exer¬ 
cised  and  pierformed  by  the  Commission. 
Notice  as  to  the  mem^rship  of  the  Ap- 
pieal  Board  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Upxm  completion  by  the  Commission’s 
Regulatory  staff  of  a  favorable  safety 
evaluation  of  the  ap>plication  and  an  «i- 
vironmental  review  and  upx>n  receipt  of  a 
repjort  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Re¬ 
actor  Safeguards,  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  will  consider  making  affirmative 
findings  on  Item  1-3,  a  negative  finding 
on  Item  4,  and  an  affirmative  finding  on 
Item  5  sp}ecified  below  as  a  basis  for  the 
issuance  of  construction  i>ermlts  to  the 
appUcant. 

Issues  Ptjrsuakt  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  Amended 

1.  Whether  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  10  CTH  50.35(a): 

(a)  The  applicants  have  described  the 
prop>osed  design  of  the  facilities  includ¬ 
ing,  but  not  limited  to,  the  principal 
architectural  and  engineering  criteria  for 
the  design,  and  have  Identified  the  major 
features  or  components  Incorporated 
therein  for  the  protection  of  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public: 

(b)  Such  further  technical  or  design 
information  as  may  be  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  safety  analysis  and  which  can 
reasonably  be  left  for  later  consideration, 
will  be  supplied  in  the  final  safety  anal¬ 
ysis  report. 

(c)  Safety  features  or  components.  If 
any,  which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  have  been  described  by  the  appli¬ 
cants  and  the  applicants  have  Identified, 
and  there  will  be  conducted  a  research 
and  development  program  reasonably  de¬ 
signed  to  resolve  any  safety  questions 
associated  with  such  features  or  compo¬ 
nents;  and 

(d)  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  there 
Is  reasonable  assurance  that  (i)  such 
safety  questions  will  be  satisfactorily  re¬ 
solved  at  or  before  the  latest  date  stated 
in  the  application  for  completion  of  con¬ 
struction  of  the  proposed  facilities,  and 
(11)  taking  into  consideration  the  site 
criteria  contained  in  10  CTR  Part 
100,  the  proposed  facilities  can  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  at  the  proposed 
location  without  undue  risk  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  applicant.  Northeast 
Nuclear  Energy  Company,  is  technic^y 
qualified  to  design  and  construct  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities; 

3.  Whether  the  other  applicants  are 
financially  qualified  to  desi^  and  con¬ 
struct  the  proposed  facilities ;  and 

4.  Whether  the  issuance  of  permits  for 
construction  of  the  facilities  be  Inim¬ 
ical  to  the  common  defense  and  security 
or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the  public. 


Issue  Pursuant  to  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  or  1969  (NEPA) 

5.  Whether,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  Appendix  D  of  10  CFR 
Part  50,  the  construction  permits  should 
be  Issued  as  proposed. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  is 
not  a  contested  proceeding,  sis  defined 
by  10  CFR  2.4(n),  the  Board  will  deter¬ 
mine:  (1)  without  conducting  a  de  novo 
evaluation  of  the  application,  whether 
the  application  and  the  record  of  the 
proceeding  contain  sufficient  informa¬ 
tion,  the  review  of  the  application  by  the 
Commission’s  Regulatory  staff  has  been 
adequate  to  support  the  proposed  find¬ 
ings  to  be  made  by  the  Director  of  Reg¬ 
ulation  on  Items  1-4  above,  and  to  sup¬ 
port,  insofar  as  the  Commission’s  licens¬ 
ing  requirements  under  the  Act  are  con¬ 
cerned,  the  Issuance  of  the  construction 
permits  proposed  by  the  Director  of  Reg¬ 
ulation;  and  (2)  whether  the  review  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
NEPA  has  been  adequate. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  be¬ 
comes  a  contested  proceeding,  the  Board 
will  consider  and  initially  decide,  as  is¬ 
sues  in  the  proceeding.  Items  1-5  above 
as  a  basis  for  determining  whether  the 
construction  permits  should  be  Issued  to 
the  applicants. 

With  respect  to  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  NEPA,  and  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  the  proceeding  is  con¬ 
tested  or  uncontested,  the  Board  will,  in 
accordance  with  section  A.ll  of  f^pen- 
dlx  D  of  10  CFR  Part  50:  (1)  determine 
whether  the  requirements  of  section 
102(2)  (C)  and  (D)  of  NEPA  and  Appen¬ 
dix  D  of  10  CFR  Part  50  have  been  com¬ 
plied  with  in  this  proceeding;  (2)  inde¬ 
pendently  consider  the  final  balance 
among  conflicting  factors  contained  in 
the  record  of  the  proceeding  with  a  view 
to  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken;  and  (3)  determine  whether 
the  construction  permits  should  be  is¬ 
sued,  denied,  or  appropriately  condi¬ 
tioned  to  protect  environmental  values. 

The  Board  will  convene  a  special  pre- 
hearing  conference  of  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding  and  persons  who  have  filed 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene,  or  their 
counsel,  to  be  held  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  the  notice  of  hearing  is  published 
or  at  such  other  time  as  the  Board  deems 
appropriate,  for  the  purpose  of  deal- 
Ing  with  the  matters  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.751a. 

The  Board  will  convene  a  prehearing 
conference  of  the  parties,  or  toeir  coun¬ 
sel,  to  be  held  subsequent  to  any  required 
special  prehearing  conference,  and 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  discovery 
has  been  completed  or  at  such  other  time 
as  the  Board  may  specify,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  dealing  with  the  matters  speci¬ 
fied  in  10  CFR  2.752. 

The  Board  will  set  the  time  and  place 
for  any  special  prehearing  conference 
and  evidentiary  hearing  and  the  respec¬ 
tive  notice  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.761a,  a  hearing 
and  decision  by  the  Board  on  Issues  pur¬ 
suant  to  NEPA  and  general  site  suita¬ 
bility  and  certain  other  possible  Issues 
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may  be  held  and  issued  prior  to  and 
separate  from  the  hearing  and  decision 
on  other  issues.  In  the  event  the  Board, 
after  the  hearing,  makes  favorable 
findings  cm  such  issues,  the  Director  of 
Regulation  may,  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
50.10(e),  author!^  the  applicants  to 
conduct  certain  onsite  work  entirely  at 
their  own  risk  prior  to  completion  of  the 
remainder  of  the  prcxieeding. 

Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  is 
not  qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this 
proceeding  may  request  permission  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.715.  A  person 
making  a  limited  appearance  may  make 
an  oral  cm:  written  statement  on  the  rec¬ 
ord.  He  does  not  become  a  party,  but 
may  state  his  position  and  raise  ques¬ 
tions  which  he  would  like  to  have 
answered  to  the  extent  that  the  ques¬ 
tions  are  within  the  scope  of  Item  1-5 
above.  Limited  appearances  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Board,  within  such 
limits  and  on  such  conditions  as  may  be 
fixed  by  tiie  Board.  Persons  desiring  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  are  requested 
to  Inform  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  others  in  the  manner  specified 
below. 

Any  person  whose  Interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  proceeding,  who  wishes 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  must  file  a  written  petition  imder 
oath  or  affirmation  for  leave  to  Intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  2.714.  A  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  Shan  set  forth  the  interest  of  the 
petitioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that 
Interest  may  be  affected  by  the  results 
of  the  proceeding,  and  any  other  conten¬ 
tions  of  the  petitioner  including  the  facts 
and  reasons  why  he  should  be  permitted 
to  intervene,  with  particular  reference 
to  the  following  factors;  (1)  the  nature 
of  the  petitioner’s  right  under  the  Act 
to  be  made  a  party  to  the  proceeding; 
(2)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  property,  financial,  or  other 
Interest  in  the  proceeding;  and  (3)  the 
possible  effect  of  any  order  which  may 
be  entered  in  the  proceeding  on  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  interest.  Any  such  petition  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
identifying  the  specified  aspect  or  as¬ 
pects  of  the  subject  matter  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  as  to  which  the  petitioner  wishes 
to  Intervene  and  setting  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  both  the  facts  pertaining  to  his 
Interest  and  the  basis  for  his  conten¬ 
tions  with  regard  to  each  aspect  on 
which  he  desires  to  Intervene.  A  petition 
that  sets  forth  contentions  relating  only 
to  matters  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  will  be  denied. 

’Those  permitted  to  Intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave  to 
Intervene,  and  have  all  the  rights  which 
an  applicant  has  to  participate  fully  in 
the  conduct  eff  the  hearing,  such  as  the 
right  to  examine  and  cross-examine  wit¬ 
nesses,  with  respect  to  contentions  which 
are  admitted  as  issues  in  controversy. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  others  as  specified  below  by 


September  13,  1974.  A  petition  for  leave 
to  Intervene  which  is  not  timely  filed  will 
not  be  granted  unless  the  Board  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  petitioner  has  made  a 
substantial  showing  of  good  cause  for 
failure  to  file  on  time  and  after  the  Board 
has  considered  those  factors  specified  in 
10  CFR  2.714(a)  (l)-(4)  and  2.714(d). 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.705,  must  be 
filed  by  the  applicants  by  September  3, 
1974. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this 
proceeding  shall  be  filed  by  mail  or  tele¬ 
gram  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention:  Chief,  Public  Proceed¬ 
ings  Staff,  or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Pending  further  order  of  the  Board, 
parties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.708,  an  ori¬ 
ginal  and  twenty  (20)  conformed  copies 
of  each  such  paper  with  the  Commission. 

A  copy  of  the  petition  or  request  for 
limits  appearance  should  also  be  sent  to 
the  Chief  Hearing  Counsel,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Regulation,  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545,  and  to  C.  D.  Blinn,  Dayberry 
&  Howard,  1  Constitution  Plaza,  Hart¬ 
ford,  Connecticut,  attorney  for  the  appli¬ 
cants. 

For  further  details,  see  the  application 
for  construction  permits  dated  July  12, 
1974,  and  amendments  thereto,  and  the 
applicants’  environmental  report  dated 
July  12,  1974,  which  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  on  week¬ 
days.  Copies  of  those  documents  are  also 
available  at  the  Carnegie  Library,  Ave- 
A,  Turners  Falls,  Massachusetts  01376  for 
inspection  by  members  of  the  public  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  2:00-5:00  p.m.  and 
from  6:30-8:30  p.m.  Mondays  through 
Fridays.  As  they  become  available,  a  copy 
of  the  safety  evaluation  report  by  the 
Commission’s  Directorate  of  Licensing, 
the  Commission’s  draft  and  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statements,  the  report  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  (ACRS),  the  proposed  construc¬ 
tion  permits,  the  transcripts  of  the  pre- 
hearing  conferences  and  of  the  hearing, 
and  other  relevant  documents  will  also  be 
available  at  the  above  locations.  Copies 
of  the  Directorate  of  Licensing’s  safety 
evaluation  report  and  the  Commission’s 
final  environmental  statement,  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  permits,  and  the 
ACRS  report  may  be  obtained,  when 
available,  by  request  to  the  Deputy  Direc¬ 
tor  for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of 
Licensing,  United  States  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Paul  C.  Bender, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
[FR  Doc.74-18314  PUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


[Dockets  Nos.  60-498^  60-497-Al 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO. 

ET  AL 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction  Per¬ 
mits.  end  Facility  Licenses  and  Availabil¬ 
ity  of  Appiicants’  Environmental  Report: 
Time  for  Submission  of  Views  on  Anti¬ 
trust  Matters 

Northeast  Nucleg-r  Energy  Company, 
acting  for  itself  and  as  the  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  other  applicants  listed  below, 
pursuant  to  section  103  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  has 
filed  an  application  which  was  docketed 
on  July  12,  1974,  for  authorization  to 
construct  and  operate  two  generating 
units  utilizing  two  boiling  water  nuclear 
reactors.  It  is  proposed  that  Northeast 
Nuclear  Energy  Company  will  design, 
construct,  and  operate  these  units,  but 
will  not  participate  in  ownership  interest 
in  the  units.  'Ihe  application  was  ten¬ 
dered  on  May  2,  1974.  Following  a  pre¬ 
liminary  review  for  completeness,  the 
application  was  accepted  for  docketing 
on  June  13,  1974.  D^kets  Nos.  50-496 
and  50-497  have  been  assigned  to  the 
application  and  these  numbers  should 
be  referenced  in  any  correspondence  re¬ 
lating  to  the  application. 

The  proposed  facilities,  designated  by 
the  applicants  as  the  Montague  Nuclear 
Power  Station,  Units  1  &  2  are  located 
on  a  1900-acre  site  in  the  northern  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Town  of  Montague,  Franklin 
County,  1.8  miles  east  of  the  Connecticut 
River.  Each  imit  is  designed  for  initial 
operation  at  approximately  3579  mega¬ 
watts  thermal  with  a  net  electrical  out¬ 
put  of  approximately  1150  megawatts. 

The  proposed  Montague  units  are  to 
be  jointly  owned  by  a  minimum  of  nine 
and  a  maximum  of  tv;enty-nine  of  the 
below-named  applicants.  The  nine  ap¬ 
plicants  which  are  committed  to  become 
owners  of  the  units  and  the  maximum 
percentage  of  ownership  of  each  are  as 
follows:  The  Connecticut  Light  and 
Power  Company  (39.75%);  The  Hart¬ 
ford  Electric  Light  Company  (21.00%); 
Western  Massachusetts  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (14.25%)  ;  New  England  Power 
Company  (13.00%) ;  Central  Maine  Pow¬ 
er  Company  (3.00%) ;  New  Bedford  Gas 
and  Edison  Light  Company  (4.50%); 
Montaup  Electric  Company  (2.00%); 
Central  Vermont  Public  Ser^ce  Corpor¬ 
ation  (1.74%);  and  Fitchburg  Gas  and 
Electric  Light  Company  (0.76%).  Twen¬ 
ty  consumer-owned  systems  may  exer¬ 
cise  their  respective  options  to  acquire 
portions  of  the  ownership  interests  which 
the  aforementioned  nine  applicants  are 
committed  to  acquire.  Those  consumer- 
owned  systems  and  the  maximum  own¬ 
ership  interests  which  they  may  respec¬ 
tively  acquire  are:  Burlington  Electric 
Department  (0.22%);  Town  of  Reading 
Municipal  Light  Dei>artment  (0.29%); 
City  of  Chicopee  MunlcipEd  Lighting 
Plant  (0.26%) ;  City  of  Holyoke  Gas  and 
Electric  Department  (0.16%) ;  Peabody 
Electric  Department  (0.16%) ;  City  of 
Westfield  Gas  and  Electric  Light  De¬ 
partment  (0.16%) ;  Town  of  Shrewsbury 
Municipal  Light  Department  (0.12%) ; 
Town  of  Wakefield  Municipal  light  De¬ 
partment  (0.11%) ;  Town  of  South  Had- 
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ley  Electric  Light  Department  (0.09%) ; 
Town  of  Hudson  Light  and  Power  De¬ 
partment  (0.08% ) ;  Marblehead  Munici¬ 
pal  Light  Department  (0.07%); 
North  Attleborough  Electric  Department 
(0.07%);  Holden  Municipal  Light  De¬ 
partment  (0.06%);  Town  of  Littleton 
Electric  Light  and  Water  Department 
<0.05%) ;  To\vti  of  West  Boylston  Munic¬ 
ipal  Lighting  Plant  (0.04%);  Ashbum- 
ham  Mxmicipal  Light  Plant  (0.02%) ; 
Town  of  Boylston  Municipal  Light  De¬ 
partment  (0.02%);  Paxton  Municipal 
Light  Department  (0.02%) ;  Sterling 
Municipal  Electric  light  Department 
(0.02%);  Templeton  Municipal  Light 
Plant  (0.02%). 

A  notice  of  hearing  with  opportunity 
for  public  participation  is  being  pub¬ 
lished  separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the 
application  presented  to  the  Attorney 
Gweral  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
Attention:  Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity,  Directorate  of  Licensing,  on 
or  before  October  12,  1974.  The  request 
should  be  filed  in  connection  with  Docket 
Nos.  50-496-A  and  50-497-A. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
and  at  the  (Carnegie  Library,  Avenue  A, 
Turners  Falls,  Massachusetts  01376. 

The  applicants  have  also  filed,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  regulations  of 
the  Commission  in  Appendix  D  to  10 
CPR  Part  50,  an  Environmental  Report, 
dated  July  12,  1974.  The  report,  which 
discusses  environmental  considerations 
related  to  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  facilities  is  being 
made  available  for  public  Inspection  at 
the  aforementioned  locations  and  at  the 
Office  of  State  Planning  and  Manage¬ 
ment,  Leverett  Saltonstall  Building,  100 
Can  Bridge  Street,  Room  909,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02202,  and  at  the  Frank¬ 
lin  County  Planning  Department,  425 
Main  Street,  Greenfield,  Massachusetts 
01301. 

After  the  Environmental  Report  has 
been  anal3rzed  by  the  Commission’s  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  or  his  designee,  a 
draft  environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared  by  the  Commission’s  Regxila- 
tory  staff.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  statement,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will,  among  other  things,  cause  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
summary  notice  of  availability  of  the 
draft  statement  with  a  request  for  com¬ 
ments  from  Interested  persons  on  the 
draft  statement.  ’The  summary  notice 
will  also  contain  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  comments  of  Federal  agencies  and 
State  and  local  officials  win  be  made 
available  when  received.  Upon  consid¬ 
eration  of  comments  submitted  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  the  Regulatory  staff  will  prepare 
a  final  environmental  statement,  notice 
of  the  availability  of  which  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  31st 
day  of  Ju^  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Walter  A.  Pattlson, 

Acting  Chief,  Light  Water  Re¬ 
actors  Branch  1-2,  Director¬ 
ate  of  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.74-18315  PUed  8-ia-74;8:46  am] 
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BALTIMORE  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  for 
Submittai  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CPR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECXJS 
performance  and  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii).  As 
required  by  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii) ,  a  notice  was 
published  on  July  11, 1974  (39  F.R.  25526) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of 
time  until  October  4,  1974  of  the  sub¬ 
mittal  date  for  the  Calvert  Cliffs  Nuclear 
Power  Plant  Unit  1  ECC^  evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  state  generally 
that  good  cause  must  be  shown  for  ven¬ 
dor  delay.  However,  with  regard  to  Cal¬ 
vert  Cliffs  Unit  1,  these  groups  state  that 
since  the  reactor  is  not  operating  and 
fuel  loading  is  scheduled  for  July,  they  do 
not  see  any  point  in  protesting  except 
to  say  that  the  reactor  must  be  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Acceptance  Criteria  be¬ 
fore  going  critical. 

’The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  deter¬ 
mination  reflected  herein.  ’The  staff  has 
evaluated  the  vendor’s  delay  in  submit¬ 
ting  an  ECCS  evaluation  model  and  anal¬ 
yses  to  the  licensee  and  finds  that  this 
delay  is  justified.  In  addition,  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  notes  that  the  reactor  is  not 
operating  and  fuel  loading  is  now  sched¬ 
uled  for  August. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  EXIJCS 
evaluation  from  the  NSSS  vendor.  Com¬ 
bustion  Engineering  (CE),  before  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1974.  (CE  has  now  indicated  the 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  could  be 
submitted  to  the  licensee  as  soon  as  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1974  but  no  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  16, 1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  CE. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regulation, 
the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  engaged  in 
a  continuing  effort  to  develop  an  AEC 
evaluation  model  which  would  meet  the 


requirements  of  Appendix  K  of  10  CPR 
Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been  imder- 
way  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear  steam 
supply  systems  for  light-water  nuclear 
power  reactors,  including  C7E.  As  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its  efforts, 
this  development  work  has  involved  a  • 
considerable  amoimt  of  time.  Based  upon 
the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  efforts  and 
its  knowledge  of  the  efforts  on  the  part 
of  CE  to  develop  adequate  evaluation 
models  and  analyses,  the  Regulatory  staff 
believes  that  the  licensee’s  statements 
regarding  delay  by  CE  in  completing  and 
submitting  to  it  an  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  constitute  good  cause  for  an 
extension  of  the  August  5,  1974  deadline 
for  the  submittal  of  the  information  re¬ 
quired  by  10  CPR  50.46.  ’The  Regulatory 
staff,  however,  does  not  believe  the  li¬ 
censee  has  justified  an  extension  of  tame 
imtil  October  4,  1074.  ’The  Regulatory 
staff  has  independently  developed  a 
schedule  of  the  steps  and  average  times 
that  should  be  sufficient  for  internal  re¬ 
view  by  the  licensee  after  transmittal  by 
CE  of  the  CE  evaluation  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee. 

’This  schedule  takes  Into  accoimt  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  should 
be  required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct 
the  necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  ’The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follow's; 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A  re¬ 
view)  of  evaluation  models.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  Technical  Specifications 
and  revised  operating  procedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nuclear 
safety  committee  and  appropriate  company 
nuclear  review  committee.  (10  days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  Time:  35  days. 

Eased  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  for  internal  review  by 
licensees  would  be  justified.  However, 
the  licensee  has  not  requested  any  time 
after  transmittal  by  CE  of  the  CE  evalu¬ 
ation  and  analyses.  ’Therefore  no  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  is  granted  to  the  licensee  be¬ 
yond  the  maximiim  extension  to  Septem¬ 
ber  16, 1974  necessitated  by  vendor  delay. 
It  should  be  noted  that  this  licensee  will 
be  required  to  operate  the  Calvert  Cliffs 
Unit  1  reactor  in  accordance  with  limi¬ 
tations  of  the  Interim  Acceptance  Cri¬ 
teria  for  ECCS  during  the  period  of  time 
extension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause 
shown,  the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby 
grants  an  extension  of  time  to  the  licen¬ 
see  which  extends  the  date  for  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  10  CFR 
50.46(a)  (2)  (ii)  from  August  5, 1974  imtil 
September  16,  1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  licensing. 
[FR  Doc.74-18468  FUed  8-ia-’M;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  50-293] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  lo  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pul>- 
Ushed  In  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5. 1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submi^on  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (lU) .  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) ,  a 
Notice  was  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  11,  1974  (39  FR  25527) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  Boston  Edison  Company  (the  li¬ 
censee)  for  an  extaislon  of  time  imtil 
October  4,  1974,  of  the  submittal  date 
for  Pilgrim  Nuclear  Power  Station  Unit  1 
(Pilgrim  1)  ECCS  evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  Invited  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  views  and  comments  by  any  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  on  the  licensee’s  request. 
Comments  have  been  received  frwn 
Friends  of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated 
National  Intervenors.  These  groups  op¬ 
pose  the  granting  of  the  requested  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  on  the  grounds  that  the 
licensee’s  application  does  not  present 
evidence  to  support  the  requested  exten¬ 
sion  but,  should  an  extension  be  granted, 
the  extension  should  be  limited  to  no 
more  than  one  month. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  Into 
accoimt  these  cwnments  In  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein.  It  should  be 
noted  that  In  making  Its  determination, 
the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the 
licensee  has  demonstrated  good  cause 
for  an  extension,  but  not  for  the  entire 
length  of  time  requested. 

In  support  of  Its  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time,  the  Boston  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  states  that  It  does  not  expect  to 
receive  the  ECCS  evaluation  from  the 
NSSS  vendor  of  Pilgrim  1  before  July 
18,  1974,  and  that  the  60-day  extension 
requested  will  allow  time  to  prepare  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  and  per¬ 
mit  required  review  by  the  Operations 
Review  Committee  and  the  Nuclear 
Safety  Review  and  Audit  Committee. 
(General  Electric  (GE),  the  NSSS  ven¬ 
dor,  has  indicated  that  the  evaluation 
models  and  analyses  were  transmitted 
to  the  licensee  on  July  18,  1974.) 

It  Is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
Is  the  imavallability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from 
GE.  Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regu¬ 
lation,  the  negatory  staff  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  In  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEC  evaluation  model  which  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K 
of  10  cm  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has 
been  underway  by  the  four  vendors  of 
nuclear  steam  supply  systems  for  light- 
water  nuclear  power  reactors,  including 
GE.  As  the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes 
from  its  efforts,  this  development  work 
has  Involved  a  considerable  amount  of 


time.  Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s 
experience  and  Its  kno^^edge  of  the  ef¬ 
forts  on  the  part  of  QE  to  develop  ade¬ 
quate  evaluation  models  and  analyse^ 
the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the 
licensee’s  statements  regarding  delay  by 
GE  In  completing  and  submitting  to  it  an 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  consti¬ 
tutes  good  cause  for  an  extension  of  the 
August  5, 1974  deadline  for  the  submittal 
of  the  Information  required  by  10  CFR 
50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff,  however, 
does  not  believe  the  licensee  has  Justified 
an  extension  of  time  until  October  4, 
1974.  The  Regulatory  staff  has  inde¬ 
pendently  developed  a  schedule  <rf  the 
steps  and  average  times  that  should  be 
sufiBclent  for  Internal  review  by  the  li¬ 
censee. 

This  schedule  takes  Into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  an  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions 
as  wen  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
views  as  to  the  minimum  time  which 
should  be  reqiiired  for  the  licensees  to 
conduct  the  necessary  reviews  and  to 
prepare  the  necessary  Information  for 
submittal  to  the  Re^atory  staff.  ’The 
Regulatory  staff’s  schedule  Is  as  fcdlows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  anal¬ 
yses.  (7  da3re) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE  model  and 
analyses  to  the  licensee.  It  should  be 
noted  that  this  licensee  will  be  required 
to  operate  the  Pilgram  1  reactor  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  limitations  of  the  Interim 
Acceptance  Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the 
period  of  the  time  extension  granted 
herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  Cm  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5, 1974  imtll  August  22, 1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edsow  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 
[FR  Doc.74-18467  Piled  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-261] 

CAROLINA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Determination  of  R^uest  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  (3PR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 


lished  In  Appendix  K  to  10  cm  Part  50, 
by  August  S,  1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (HI).  As 
required  by  10  (JFR  50.46(a)  (2) (HI),  a 
Notice  was  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  11,  1974  (39  FR  25527), 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Carolina  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of 
time  imtil  October  5,  1974,  of  the  sub¬ 
mittal  date  for  the  H.  B.  Robinson  Unit 
No.  2  Nuclear  Power  Plant  (Robinson  2) 
ECCS  evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  Invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  CMnments  by  any  Interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  frwn  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  on  the  grounds  that  the  licensee’s 
application  does  not  present  evidence  to 
support  the  requested  extension  and  that 
the  licensee  should  be  required  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  schedule  of  its  review  process  and 
the  times  required  for  each  task.  In  ad¬ 
dition  they  note  that  the  request  does 
not  present  any  evidence  to  show  that 
the  delay  by  the  licensee’s  original  archi¬ 
tect-engineering  firm,  Ebasco,  Is  sup¬ 
ported  by  good  cause  and  whether  this 
delay  need  affect  the  vendor’s  review. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  tak^  Into 
account  these  comments  In  the  deter¬ 
mination  refiected  herein.  After  com¬ 
paring  the  licensee’s  requested  extension 
to  the  minimum  time  the  Regulatory 
staff  believes  Is  required  by  a  utility  to 
review  the  vendor’s  evaluation  model 
and  analyses,  the  Regulatory  staff  be¬ 
lieves  the  licensee  has  shown  good  cause 
for  an  extension  of  time. 

In  support  of  Its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  Carolina  Power  and  Light 
Company  states  in  Its  request  that  the 
architect-engineering  firm,  EJbasco,  will 
be  several  weeks  late  In  providing  Input 
Information  for  the  reactor  vendor  to 
use  in  its  evaluation  model.  Therefore, 
the  results  of  the  evaluation  from  the 
reactor  vendor  win  be  delayed  beyond 
the  original  mid- July  schedule  and  upon 
receipt  of  the  completed  ECXJS  evalua¬ 
tion,  Carolina  Power  and  Light  Company 
states  It  must  review  and  prepare  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications.  (West- 
Inghouse  (W)  has  Indicated  the  evalua¬ 
tion  model  and  analyses  would  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  licensee  on  August  30, 
1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
Is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  W. 
which  In  tmm,  was  delayed  waiting  for 
Input  to  the  calculations  from  Ebasco. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regula¬ 
tion,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEC  evaluation  model  which  woiild 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K  of 
10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been 
underway  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear 
steam  supply  systems  for  Hght-water 
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nuclear  power  reactors,  including  W.  As 
the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its 
efforts,  this  development  work  has  in¬ 
volved  a  considerable  amount  of  time. 
Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  ex¬ 
perience  and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts 
on  the  part  of  TT  to  develop  adequate 
evaluation  models  and  analyses,  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s 
statements  regarding  delay  of  Ebasco 
and  by  in  completing  and  submitting 
to  it  an  evaluation  model  and  analyses 
constitutes  good  cause  for  an  extension 
of  the  August  5,  1974  deadline  for  the 
submittal  of  the  information  required 
by  10  CFR  50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff 
believes  the  licensee  has  Justified  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  imtil  October  5,  1974  as 
requested.  The  Regulatory  staff  has  in¬ 
dependently  developed  a  schedule  of  the 
steps  and  average  times  that  ^ould  be 
sufiSclent  for  internal  review  by  the  li¬ 
censee  after  transmittal  by  W  of  the  W 
evaluation  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schediile  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licen¬ 
sees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

L  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  Hme:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension 
of  time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to 
the  licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  W  of  the  W  model  and 
analyses  to  the  licensee.  It  should  be 
noted  that  this  licensee  will  be  required 
to  operate  the  Robinson  2  reactor  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  limitations  of  the  Interim 
Acceptance  Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the 
period  of  the  time  extension  granted 
herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
cosiderations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee 
which  extends  the  date  for  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46 
(a)  (2)  (ii)  from  August  5,  1974  until 
October  5, 1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[FB  Doc.74-18460  Piled  8-12-74;8;46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-237  and  60-240] 
COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Thne  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2). 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (E(X!S)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  C7FR  Part 
50,  by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (Ul) .  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (Ul),  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  11. 1974  (39  FR  25528) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Commonwealth  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of 
time  untU  October  5,  1974,  of  the  sub¬ 
mittal  date  for  the  Dresden  Nuclear 
Power  Station,  Units  2  and  3  ECCS  eval¬ 
uations. 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  that  part  of  the  requested 
extension  of  time  to  prepare  an  exemp¬ 
tion  request  45  days  in  advance  of  the 
extended  submission  date  on  the  groimds 
that  temporary  derating  cannot  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  basis  for  non-compliance 
with  fundamental  baseline  regulations 
regarding  reactor  safety. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein.  It  should  be 
noted  that  in  making  its  determination 
the  Regulatory  staff  did  not  take  into 
account  the  Ucensee’s  request  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  for  the  preparation  of  an 
exemption  request. 

In  sitf^rt  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  Ucensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECJCS 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  the 
General  Electric  Company  (GE)  for 
Dresden  Units  2  and  3  before  JiUy  15, 
1974.  The  licensee  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  will  allow  approxi¬ 
mately  two  additional  weeks  to  review 
the  results  of  the  analysis  and  develop 
appropriate  Technical  Specification 
changes.  The  basis  for  the  remaining  six 
weeks  of  the  requested  extension  was  to 
allow  time  for  filing  a  request  for  exemp¬ 
tion  in  the  event  that  it  became  appro¬ 
priate.  (GE  has  indicated  the  evaluation 
models  and  analyses  were  transmitted  to 
the  licensee  on  July  22, 1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of 
time  Is  the  imavailabllity  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from 
GE.  Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regu¬ 
lation,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  been 
engaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEC  evaluation  model  which  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K  of 


10  CTR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been 
underway  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear 
steam  supply  systems  for  light-water 
nuclear  power  reactors,  including  GE. 
As  the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from 
its  effmis,  this  develoimient  work  has 
involved  a  considerable  amount  of  time. 
Eased  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  ex¬ 
perience  and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts 
on  the  part  of  GE  to  develop  adequate 
evaluation  models  and  analyses,  the 
Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the  li¬ 
censee’s  statements  regarding  delay  by 
GE  in  completing  and  submitting  to  it 
an  evaluation  model  and  analyses  con¬ 
stitutes  good  cause  for  extension  of  the 
August  5. 1974  deadline  for  the  submittal 
of  the  information  required  by  10  CFR 
50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff,  however, 
does  not  believe  the  licensee  has  justified 
an  extension  of  time  until  October  5, 
1974.  The  Regulatory  staff  has  independ¬ 
ently  developed  a  schedule  of  the  steps 
and  average  times  that  should  be  suffi¬ 
cient  for  internal  review  by  the  licensee 
after  transmittal  by  GE  of  GE  evalua¬ 
tion  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  accoimt  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions 
as  well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
views  as  to  the  minimum  time  which 
should  be  required  to  conduct  the  utility 
reviews  and  to  prepare  the  necessary 
information  for  submittal  to  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff,  nie  Regulatory  staff’s  sched¬ 
ule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  anal¬ 
yses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  Time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE  model  and 
analyses  to  the  licensee.  It  should  be 
noted  that  this  licensee  will  be  required 
to  operate  the  Dresden  Units  2  and  3  in 
accordance  with  limitations  of  the  In¬ 
terim  Acceptance  Criteria  for  ECCS  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  the  time  extension 
granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2) 
(ii)  from  August  5, 1974,  imtll  August  26, 
1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.74-184eg  PlleU  8-12-74;8:46  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  60-264,  60-265] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  Ca 

Determination  of  R^uest  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2). 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (EOCS)  pub¬ 
lished  In  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECXJS 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill).  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill),  a 
Notice  was  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  oa  July  11, 1974,  (39  FR  25528)  that 
the  Director  of  Regulation  had  received 
and  was  considering  a  request  from  the 
Commonwealth  Edison  Company  (the 
licensee,  acting  for  itself  and  on  behalf 
of  lowa-nilnols  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany)  for  an  extension  of  time  until  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1974,  of  the  submittal  date  for 
the  Quad-Cities  Station  Units  1  and  2 
ECX7S  evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  Invited  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  views  and  comments  by  any  In¬ 
terested  persons  on  the  licensee’s  request. 
Comments  have  been  received  from 
Friends  of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated 
National  Intervenors.  These  groups  op¬ 
pose  the  granting  of  that  part  of  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  of  time  to  prepare  an 
exemption  request  45  days  in  advance 
of  the  extendi  submission  date  on  the 
groimds  that  temporary  derating  cannot 
be  cmisldered  as  a  basis  for  non- 
compliance  with  fimdamental  baseline 
regulations  regarding  reactor  safety. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  Into 
accoimt  these  comments  In  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein.  It  should  be  noted 
that  In  making  its  determination  the 
Regulatory  staff  did  not  take  Into  ac¬ 
count  the  licensee’s  request  for  additional 
time  for  the  preparation  of  an  exemp¬ 
tion  request. 

In  support  of  Its  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that 
It  does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  frcun  the 
General  Electric  Company  (GE)  for 
Quad  Cities  Station  Units  1  and  2  before 
July  15,  1974.  The  licensee  states  that 
the  requested  extension  will  allow  ap¬ 
proximately  two  additional  weeks  to  re¬ 
view  the  results  of  the  analysis  and  de¬ 
velop  appropriate  Technical  Speclflcation 
changes.  The  basis  for  the  remaining  six 
weeks  of  the  requested  extension  was  to 
allow  time  for  flllng  a  request  for  ex¬ 
emption  In  the  event  that  It  became 
appropriate.  (GE  has  Indicated  the 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  were 
transmitted  to  the  licensee  on  July  22, 
1974.) 

It  Is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
Is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  GE. 
Since  the  promulgaticm  of  the  regula¬ 
tion,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  In  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEC  evaluation  model  which  would 


meet  the  requirements  ot  Appendix  K 

10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has 
been  underway  by  the  four  vendors  of 
nuclear  steam  supply  systems  for  Ught- 
wator  nuclear  power  reactors.  Including 
GR  As  the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes 
from  Its  efforts,  this  development  work 
has  Involved  a  considerable  amotmt  of 
time.  Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s 
experience  and  Its  knowledge  of  the  ef¬ 
forts  on  the  part  of  GE  to  develop  ade¬ 
quate  evaluation  models  and  analyses, 
the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the 
licensee’s  statements  regarding  delay 
by  GE  In  completing  and  submitting  to 
It  an  evaluation  model  and  analyses  con¬ 
stitutes  good  cause  for  extension  of  the 
August  5, 1974  deadline  for  the  submittal 
of  the  Information  required  by  10  CFR 
Section  50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff,  how¬ 
ever,  does  not  believe  the  licensee  has 
Justlfled  an  extension  of  time  imtfl  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1974.  The  Regulatory  staff  has 
Independently  developed  a  schedule  of 
the  steps  and  average  times  that  should 
be  sufficient  for  Internal  review  by  the 
licensee  after  transmittal  by  GE  of  GE 
evaluatlcm  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schediile  takes  Into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions 
as  well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
views  as  to  the  miTiiTrmm  time  which 
should  be  required  to  conduct  the  utility 
reviews  and  to  prepare  the  necessary 
Information  for  submittal  to  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff.  The  RegulatcMT  staff’s  sched¬ 
ule  Is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparatl<m  of  proposed  Technical 
Speclflcatlons  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  iq>propriate 
(xxnpany  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
dasrs) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  Time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  th^  an  extension 
of  time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to 
the  licensee  commencing  with  the  date 
of  transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE  moddi 
and  analyses  to  the  licensee.  It  should  be 
noted  that  this  licensee  will  be  required 
to  (^rate  Quad  Cities  Station  Units  1 
and  2  In  accordance  with  limltatlcms  of 
the  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria  for 
ECCS  during  the  period  of  the  time  ex¬ 
tension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee 
which  extends  the  date  iar  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  10  C7FR  50.46 
(a)  (2)  (11)  from  August  5,  1974,  imtfl 
August  26, 1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Marylsmd,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edsoh  G.  Case, 
'Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

(FR  Doc.74-18464  PQed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  50-296,  60-304] 
COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 
Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittai  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2) , 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (E(X)S)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50 
by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECCS 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (Ul).  As 
required  by  §  50.46(a)  (2)  (111),  a  Notice 
was  published  on  July  11,  1974  (39  FR 
25528)  that  the  Director  of  Regulation 
had  received  and  was  considering  a  re¬ 
quest  fnnn  Commonwealth  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of 
two  months  of  the  submittal  date  for  the 
Zion  Station,  Units  1  and  2  ECXJS  eval¬ 
uations.  The  Notice  also  invited  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  views  and  comments  by  any 
Interested  persons  on  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest.  Comments  have  been  received  from 
Friends  of  the  Earth  and  Cmisolldated 
National  Intervenors.  These  groups  op¬ 
pose  any  extension  based  on  the  licensee’s 
need  to  make  a  timely  request  for  an 
exemption  and  further  oigx)se  any  ex¬ 
tension  unless  good  cause  Is  shown  for 
the  vendor’s  delay  and  for  failure  of  the 
vendor  and  licensee  to  woiii  c(HiJointly. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  Into 
account  these  comments  In  the  deter¬ 
mination  reflected  herein.  It  has  evalu¬ 
ated  the  vendor’s  delay  in  submitting  an 
ECCS  model  and  analyses  to  the  licensee 
and  finds  that  this  delay  Is  Justified. 
After  comparing  the  licensee’s  requested 
extension  to  the  minimum  time  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  believes  Is  required  by  a 
utility  to  review  the  vendor’s  evaluation 
model  and  analyses,  the  Regulatory  staff 
brieves  the  licensee  has  shown  good 
cause  for  an  extenskm  of  time,  but  not 
for  the  entire  time  requested.  The  staff’s 
assessment  of  the  review  time  required 
by  licensees  for  the  evaluation  model  and 
the  pr^aratlon  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  Includes  a  reasonable  level 
of  general  Involvement  by  the  licensee 
with  the  vend(X'  In  the  development  of 
the  evaluatimi  models.  Blowever,  only 
after  completion  of  the  model  and  the 
detailed  calculati<m  can  the  bulk  of  the 
licensee’s  review  begin.  It  should  be  noted 
that  the  Regulatory  staff  did  not  consider 
In  Its  determination  of  good  cause,  the 
licensee’s  possible  filing  of  an  exemption 
request. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  from  the 
Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation  for 
Zl(Hi  Units  1  and  2  before  July  18,  1974 
and  that  the  two-month  extensl<m  re¬ 
quested  win  allow  approximately  one 
month  to  review  the  results  of  the  analy¬ 
ses,  develop  appropriate  Technical  Speci¬ 
fication  chafes,  and.  If  necessary.  In 
accordance  with  10  CFR  Part  50, 50.46(a) 
(2)(vl),  prepare  an  exemption  request 
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45  days  in  advance  of  the  extended  sub¬ 
mission  date.  (Westinghouse  has  indi¬ 
cated  the  evaluation  model  and  analy¬ 
ses  would  be  submitted  to  the  license* 
on  Aug\ist  2, 1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of 
time  is  the  unavailability  of  the  neces¬ 
sary  evaluation  models  and  analyses  from 
Westinghouse.  Since  the  promulgation  of 
the  regulation  the  Regulatory  staff  has 
been  engaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to 
develop  an  AEC  evaluation  model  which 
would  meet  the  requirements  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  K  of  10  CPR  Part  50.  A  similar 
effort  has  been  imderway  by  the  four 
vendors  of  nuclear  steam  supply  systems 
for  light-water  nuclear  power  reactors, 
Including  Westinghouse.  As  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  recognizes  from  its  efforts,  this 
development  work  has  Involved  a  con¬ 
siderable  amoxmt  of  time.  Based  upon 
the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  efforts  and  its 
knowledge  of  the  efforts  on  the  part  of 
Westinghouse  to  develop  adequate  evalu¬ 
ation  models  and  analyses,  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s 
statements  regarding  delay  by  Westing¬ 
house  in  completing  and  submitting  to 
It  an  evaluation  model  and  analyses 
constitutes  good  cause  for  an  extension 
of  the  Allgust  5,  1974  deadline  for  the 
submittal  of  the  Information  required 
by  10  CFR  50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff, 
however,  does  not  believe  the  licensee 
has  Justified  an  extension  of  time  until 
October  5, 1974.  The  Regulatory  staff  has 
Independently  developed  a  schedule  of 
the  steps  and  average  times  that  should 
be  sufficient  for  internal  review  by  the 
licensee  after  transmittal  by  Westing¬ 
house  of  the  Westinghouse  evaluation 
and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  accoimt  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions 
as  well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
views  as  to  the  minimum  time  which 
should  be  required  for  the  licensees  to 
conduct  the  necessary  reviews  and  to 
prepare  the  necessary  Information  for 
submittal  to  the  Re^atory  staff.  The 
Regialatory  staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows; 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and 
nuclear  safety  commltt^  and  appro¬ 
priate  company  nuclear  review  commit¬ 
tee.  (10  days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension 
of  time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to 
the  licensee  commencing  with  the  date 
of  transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of  the 
Westinghouse  model  and  anal3rses  to  the 
licensee.  It  should  be  noted  that  this 
licensee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Zicm  Units  1  and  2  in  accordance  with 
limitations  of  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the  period  of 
the  time  extension  granted  herein. 


Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
eonsiderations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Directw  of  Regulation  herd>j  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee 
which  extrads  the  date  for  compliance 
with  the  requiremoats  of  10  CFR  50.46 
(a)  (2)  (11)  fr(»n  August  5, 1974  until  Sep¬ 
tember  6, 1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
5th  day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Cimunissimi. 

Edsom  O.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-18453  FUed  8-12-74;8;46  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-247] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  COMPANY  OF 
NEW  YORK,  INC. 

Determination  of  R^uest  for  Extension  of 

Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  cm  50.46(a)  (2) , 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part 
50.  by  August  5. 1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (lii) .  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) ,  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  10.  1974,  (39  FR  25414) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  Consolidated  Ediscm  Company  of 
New  York,  Inc.  (the  licensee)  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  xmtil  August  30.  1974,  of 
the  submittal  date  for  the  Indian  Point 
Station,  Unit  2  ECCS  evaluatiixi.  ’Ihe 
licensee  has  also  requested  an  exemption 
from  the  operating  requirements  of  10 
CFR  50.46;  the  Commission  is  consider¬ 
ing  this  request  for  an  exemption  and 
published  <»i  July  11,  1974,  a  notice  to 
this  effect. 

The  Notice  published  July  10, 1974,  In¬ 
vited  the  submission  of  views  and  com¬ 
ments  by  any  interested  persons  on  the 
licensee’s  request.  Comments  have  been 
received  from  Friends  of  the  Earth  and 
Consolidated  National  Intervenors.  These 
groups  oppose  the  extension  of  time  on 
grounds  that  there  should  be  verification 
by  evidence  of  licensee’s  commitment  to 
give  this  matter  “highest  priority  in 
order  to  minimize  the  period  of  extension 
we  are  seeking,”  and  that  good  cause 
should  be  shown  for  the  vendors  delay 
and  the  failure  of  the  vendor  and  licensee 
to  work  conjointly. 

’The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  deter¬ 
mination  refiected  herein.  It  has  evalu¬ 
ated  the  vendor’s  delay'ln  submitting  an 
ECCS  model  and  analyses  to  the  licensee 
and  finds  that  this  delay  is  Justified. 
After  comparing  the  licensee’s  requested 
extension  to  the  minimum  time  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  believes  is  required  by  a 
utility  to  review  the  vendor’s  evaluation 
model  and  analyses,  the  Regulatory  staff 
believes  the  licensee  has  shown  good 


cause  for  an  extension  of  time.  ’The  staff’s 
assessment  of  the  review  time  required 
by  licensees  for  the  evaluation  model 
and  the  preparation  of  proposed  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  includes  a  reasonable 
level  of  general  involvement  by  the 
licensee  with  the  vendor  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  evaluation  models.  However, 
only  after  completion  of  the  model  can 
the  detailed  calculation  and  the  bulk  of 
the  licensee’s  review  begin.  The  staff  did 
not  consider  in  its  determination  of  good 
cause  the  need  for  additional  time  in 
which  to  file  an  exemption  request. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time.  Consolidated  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  states  that  It  does  not  expect  to 
receive  the  ECCS  evaluation  from  the 
vendor  of  Indian  Point  Station,  Unit  2, 
before  July  18,  1974;  that  its  staff  must 
review  these  analyses;  that  review  of 
such  analyses  may  reveal  that  modifica¬ 
tions  of  the  analyses  are  required;  that 
following  the  review  of  Westinghouse’s 
basic  analyses,  its  staff  will  review  the 
Technical  Specifications  in  detail  to 
determine  necessary  changes;  and  that 
upon  completion  of  the  above  reviews, 
the  necessary  documents  must  be  repro¬ 
duced  and  submitted  to  the  Commission. 
’The  time  estimated  by  Consolidated  Edi¬ 
son  Company  to  accomplish  these  tasks 
is  six  weeks  from  the  date  that  the  West¬ 
inghouse  (W)  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  is  received.  Westinghouse  has 
indicated  that  the  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  would  be  submitted  to  the  li¬ 
censee  on  August  2. 1974. 

It  is  evident  frcxn  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of 
time  is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  W. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regulation, 
the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  engaged  in 
a  continuing  effort  to  develop  an  AEC 
evaluation  mod^  which  would  meet  the 
requirements  of  Appendix  K  of  10  CFR 
Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been  imder¬ 
way  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear  steam 
supply  systems  for  light-water  nuclear 
power  reactors,  including  W.  As  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its  efforts, 
this  development  work  has  Involved  a 
considerable  amount  of  time.  Based  upon 
the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  efforts  and  its 
knowledge  of  the  efforts  on  the  part  of  W 
to  develop  adequate  evaluation  models 
and  analyses,  the  Regulatory  staff  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  licensee’s  statements  re¬ 
garding  delay  by  W  in  completing  and 
submitting  to  it  an  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  constitutes  good  cause  for  an 
extension  of  the  August  5,  1974  deadline 
for  the  submittal  of  the  information  re¬ 
quired  by  10  CFR  §  50.46. 

’The  Regulatory  staff  has  independ¬ 
ently  developed  a  schedule  of  the  steps 
and  average  times  that  should  be  suffi¬ 
cient  for  internal  review  by  the  licensee 
after  transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of  the 
Westinghouse  evaluation  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee. 

’This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions 
as  well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  experi¬ 
ence  as  to  the  minimum  time  which 
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should  be  required  for  the  licensees  to 
conduct  the  necessary  reviews  and  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  necessary  information  for  sub¬ 
mittal  to  the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regu¬ 
latory  staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  W  of  the  model  and  analy¬ 
ses  to  the  licensee.  It  should  be  noted 
that  this  licensee  will  be  required  to  op¬ 
erate  the  Indian  Point  Unit  2  reactor  in 
accordance  with  limitations  of  the  In¬ 
terim  Acceptance  Criteria  for  ECCS  dur¬ 
ing  the  p>erlod  of  the  time  extension 
granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  §  50.46(a)  (2) 
(il)  from  August  5,  1974  until  Septem¬ 
ber  6,  1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.74^18449  PUed  8-12-74;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-2S5] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Determination  of  R^uest  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittai  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (EXIICS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill).  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) .  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  11, 1974,  (39  FR  25529) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Consumers  Power  Company 
(the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of  time 
imtll  November  4,  1974,  of  the  submittal 
date  for  the  Palisades  Power  Plant  E<X;S 
evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  Interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  frcxn  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 


Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  unless  good  cause  can  be  shown 
for  the  60-day  vendor  delay.  In  addition, 
even  if  good  cause  can  be  ^own  for  the 
vendor  delay,  these  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  for  the  third  month  requested  by 
the  licensee  as  it  does  not  specify  what 
the  extra  month’s  work  will  entail  after 
receipt  of  the  vendor’s  analysis.  These 
groups  question  why  the  licensee  can¬ 
not  conduct  its  evaluation  in  conjimc- 
tion  with  the  vendor. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  deter¬ 
mination  refiected  herein.  It  has  evalu¬ 
ated  the  vendor’s  delay  in  submitting 
an  ECCS  evaluation  model  and  analyses 
to  the  licensee  and  finds  that  this  delay  is 
justified.  Furthermore,  the  Regulatory 
staff,  after  determining  a  minimum  re¬ 
view  schedule  of  a  vendor’s  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  and  comparing  the 
licensee’s  schedule  to  the  staff’s  inde¬ 
pendent  schedule,  believes  the  licensee 
has  shown  good  cause  for  the  requested 
extension  of  time  for  its  internal  review 
of  the  vendor’s  evaluation  and  analyses. 
The  staff’s  assessment  of  the  review  time 
required  by  licensees  for  the  evaluation 
model  and  the  preparation  of  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  includes  a  rea¬ 
sonable  level  of  general  Involvement  by 
the  licensee  with  the  vendor  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  evaluation  models. 
However,  only  after  completion  of  the 
model  and  the  detailed  calculation  can 
the  bulk  of  the  licensee’s  review  begin. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS 
evaluation  from  the  NSSS  vendor.  Com¬ 
bustion  Engineering  (CE) ,  before  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1974;  that  upon  receipt  of  the 
evaluation  from  CE,  Consumers  Power 
Company  will  require  approximately  one 
month  to  complete  the  in-depth  analysis 
necessary  to  formulate  any  proposed 
Technical  Specification  changes  and  li¬ 
cense  amendments  as  may  be  necessary 
to  bring  reactor  operation  into  conform¬ 
ity  with  paragrai^  (a)  (1)  of  10  CFR 
50.46.  (C7E  has  now  indicated  the  evalua- 
tl<m  model  and  analyses  could  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  licensee  on  September  16, 
1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  CE. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regula¬ 
tion,  the  Itegulatory  staff  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEC  evaluation  model  which  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K  of 
10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been 
underway  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear 
steam  supply  systems  for  light-water 
nuclear  power  reactors,  including  CE.  As 
the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its 
efforts,  this  development  work  has  in¬ 
volved  a  conslderahle  amoimt  of  time. 
Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
efforts  and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts  on 
the  part  of  CE  to  develop  adequate  evalu¬ 
ation  models  and  analyses,  the  Regula¬ 
tory  stall  believes  that  the  licensee’s 


statements  regarding  delay  by  CE  in 
completing  and  submitting  to  it  in  evalu¬ 
ation  model  and  analyses  constitutes 
good  cause  for  extension  of  the  August  5, 
1974  deadline  for  the  submittal  of  the 
information  required  by  10  CFR  50.46. 
The  Regulatory  staff  has  independently 
developed  a  schedule  of  the  steps  and 
average  times  that  should  be  siifficient 
for  internal  review  by  the  licensee  after 
transmittal  by  CT;  of  the  CJE  evaluation 
and  analyses  to  the  licensee.  This  sched¬ 
ule  takes  into  account  the  review  sched¬ 
ules  submitted  by  all  licensees  who  have 
requested  extensions  as  well  as  the  Regu¬ 
latory  staff’s  own  views  as  to  the  mini¬ 
mum  time  which  should  be  required  to 
conduct  the  utility  reviews  and  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  necessary  information  for  sub¬ 
mittal  to  the  Regulatory  staff.  The 
Regulatory  staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows : 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  on  September  16, 
1974,  the  date  of  submittal  by  CE  of  the 
CE  model  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 
It  should  be  noted  that  this  licensee  will 
be  required  to  operate  the  Palisades  re¬ 
actor  in  accordance  with  limitations  of 
the  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria  for 
ECCS  during  the  period  of  the  time  ex¬ 
tension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee 
which  extends  the  date  for  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  10  cm  50.46 
(a)  (2)  (ii)  from  August  5,  1974,  until 
October  21,  1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  Augiist,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  Q.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing, 

[FR  Doc.74-18463  PUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  Nos.  60-250;  60-251] 

FLORIDA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Determination  of  R^uest  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.45(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii).  As 
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required  by  10  CPR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) ,  a 
Notice  was  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  10,  1974  (39  PR  25415) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Florida  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of 
time  imtil  October  7,  1974,  of  the  sub¬ 
mittal  date  for  the  Turkey  Point  Units 
3  and  4,  ECCS  evaluation.  Also,  the 
Commission  received  a  request  from  the 
licensee  for  an  exemption  from  the  op¬ 
erating  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46; 
the  Commission  is  considering  the  re¬ 
quest  for  an  exemption  and  has  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  to  this  effect. 

The  Notice  published  July  10, 1974,  in¬ 
vited  the  submission  of  views^and  com¬ 
ments  by  any  interested  persons  on  the 
licensee’s  request.  Comments  have  been 
received  from  Friends  of  the  Earth 
and  Consolidated  National  Interveners. 
These  groups  question  as  excessive  the 
amount  of  time  which  the  licensee  has 
requested  in  order  to  carry  out  its  varied 
review  functions. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein.  After  comparing 
the  licensee’s  requested  extension  to  the 
minimum  time  tiie  Regulatory  Staff  be¬ 
lieves  is  required  by  a  utility  to  review 
the  vendor’s  evaluation  model  and 
analyses,  the  Regulatory  Staff  believes 
the  licensee  has  shown  good  cause  for  an 
extentlon  of  time,  but  not  for  the  entire 
length  of  time  requested.  The  staff  did 
not  consider  in  its  determination  of  good 
cause  the  need  for  additional  time  in 
which  to  flle  an  exemption  request. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time,  Florida  Power  and  Light 
Company  states  that  it  does  not  expect 
to  receive  the  ECCS  evaluation  from  toe 
NSSS  vendor  of  Turkey  Point  Units  3 
and  4  before  mid- July  1974;  that  follow¬ 
ing  receipt  of  the  evaluation  the  utility 
must  perform  Engineering  and  Quality 
Assurance  Reviews  of  the  ECCS  perform¬ 
ance  evaluation  and  propose  Technical 
Specifications  changes  and/or  license 
amendments  necessary  to  bring  reactor 
operation  into  conformity  with  the 
criteria;  that  the  Plant  Nuclear  Safety 
Committee  and  the  Company  Nuclear 
Review  Board  must  review  the  basic 
analyses  and  review  and  approve  toe  re¬ 
quired  Technical  Specification  changes 
and/or  license  amendments;  and  that 
upon  completion  of  all  of  the  above  re¬ 
views,  toe  necessary  documents;  must 
be  reproduced  and  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  time  estimated  by  the  util¬ 
ity  to  accomplish  these  tasks  Is  11  weeks. 
(Westinghouse  has  Indicated  the  eval¬ 
uation  model  and  analyses  would  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  toe  licensee  on  August  2, 1974) . 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  toe  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  toe  imavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from 
Westinghouse.  Since  toe  promulgation 
of  the  regulation,  toe  Re^atory  staff 
has  been  engaged  in  a  continuing  effort 
to  develop  an  AEC  evaluation  model 
which  would  meet  the  requirements  of 
Appendix  K  of  10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar 
effort  has  been  underway  by  the  four 


vendors  of  nuclear  steam  supply  systems 
for  light-water  nuclear  power  reactors, 
including  Westinghouse.  As  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  recognizes  fnxn  its  efforts,  this 
development  woiic  has  Involved  a  con¬ 
siderable  amount  of  time.  Based  upon 
toe  Regulatory  staff’s  experience  and  its 
knowledge  of  toe  efforts  on  the  part  of 
Westinghouse  to  develop  adequate  eval¬ 
uation  models  and  analyses,  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s 
statements  regarding  delay  by  Westing¬ 
house  in  completing  and  submitting  to 
it  an  evaluation  model  and  analyses  con¬ 
stitutes  good  cause  for  an  extension  of 
the  August  5,  1974  deadline  for  the  sub¬ 
mittal  of  the  Information  required  by  10 
CPR  50.46. 

The  Regulatory  staff,  however,  does 
not  believe  the  licensee  has  Justified  an 
extension  of  time  \mtil  October  7,  1974. 
•nie  Regulatory  staff  has  Independently 
developed  a  schedule  of  the  steps  and 
average  tones  that  should  be  suflacient 
for  internal  review  by  the  licensee  after 
transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of  their 
evaluation  and  analyses  to  toe  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  account  toe 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licen¬ 
sees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  toe  minimum  time  which  should 
be  required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct 
toe  necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  toe 
necessary  information  for  submittal  to 
toe  negatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating 
procedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  cranmencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of  the 
Westinghouse  model  and  analyses  to  the 
licensee.  It  should  be  noted  that  this 
licensee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Turkey  Point  Units  3  and  4  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  limitations  of  the  Interim  Ac¬ 
ceptance  Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the 
period  of  the  time  extension  granted 
herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
toe  Director  of  Regulatory  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee 
which  extends  the  date  for  compliance 
vrtto  the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50,46 
(a)  (2)  (il)  from  August  5, 1974,  until  Sw- 
tember  6,  1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

E.  O.  Case, 

Actinff  Director  of  licensing. 

[FR  I>oc.74-184ea  Piled  8-13-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-316] 

INDIANA  &  MICHIGAN  POWER  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 

Time  for  Submittai  of  Evaiuations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  toe  required 
EC(?S  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  toe  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill).  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (lii) ,  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  11,  1974  (39  FR  25529), 
that  toe  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  Indiana  &  Michigan  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of 
time  until  September  16,  1974,  of  toe 
submittal  date  for  toe  Donald  C.  Cook 
Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Unit  1  (Cook), 
ECCS  evaluation. 

'The  Notice  also  invited  toe  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  toe  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  toe 
granting  of  any  extension  on  toe  grounds 
that  toe  licensee’s  applicatiiMi  does  not 
present  sufficient  concrete  information  to 
support  the  requested  extenson.  The 
Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into  account 
these  comments  in  the  determination  re¬ 
flected  herein.  It  has  evaluated  the  ven¬ 
dor’s  delay  in  submitting  an  ECCS  model 
and  analyses  to  the  licensee  and  finds 
that  this  delay  is  justified.  After  com¬ 
paring  toe  licensee’s  requested  exten¬ 
sion  to  the  minimum  time  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  believes  is  required  by  a  utility 
to  review  the  vendor’s  evaluation  model 
and  analyses,  toe  Regulatory  staff  be¬ 
lieves  the  licensee  has  shown  good  cause 
for  an  extension  of  time.  The  staff’s  as¬ 
sessment  of  toe  review  time  required  by 
licensees  for  the  evaluation  model  and 
toe  preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  Includes  a  reasonable  level 
of  general  Involvement  by  the  licensee 
with  the  vendor  in  the  development  of 
the  evaluation  models.  However,  only 
after  completion  of  the  model  and  the 
detailed  calculation  can  the  bulk  of  the 
licensee’s  review  begin. 

In  support  of  his  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  tone,  toe  licensee  states  that 
he  does  not  expect  to  receive  toe  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  from 
toe  Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation 
(Westinghouse)  for  Cook  before  July  16, 
1974.  The  licensee  states  that  adminis¬ 
trative  controls  contained  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  Donsdd  C.  Cook  Nuclear  Plant 
Technical  Specifications  require  that  toe 
Plant  Nuclear  Safety  Review  Ccanmittee 
and  the  Nuclear  Safety  and  Design  Re¬ 
view  Committee  review  proposed  changes 
to  the  Technical  Specifications  or  oper¬ 
ating  license  and  that  the  licensee  will 
require  approximately  sixty  days  to  com¬ 
plete  an  in-depth  review  and  to  prepare 
the  formal  license  submittal  once  the 
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ECCS  evaluation  is  received  from  West- 
Inghouse.  Westinghouse  has  recently  in¬ 
dicated  that  the  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  would  be  completed  by  August 
2,  1974. 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of 
time  is  the  unavailability  of  the  neces¬ 
sary  evaluation  models  and  analyses 
from  Westinghouse  combined  with  a 
two-month  period  for  licensee  review. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regula¬ 
tion,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEC  evaluation  model  that  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K 
of  10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has 
been  imder  way  by  the  four  vendors  of 
nuclear  steam  supply  systems  for  light- 
water  nuclear  power  reactors,  including 
Westinghouse.  As  the  Regtilatory  staff 
recognizes  from  its  efforts,  this  develop¬ 
ment  work  has  Involved  a  considerable 
amount  of  time.  Based  upon  the  Regu¬ 
latory  staff’s  experience  and  its  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  efforts  on  the  part  of  West¬ 
inghouse  to  develop  adequate  evaluation 
models  and  analyses,  the  Regulatory 
staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s  state¬ 
ments  regarding  the  time  required  by 
Westinghouse  in  completing  and  sub¬ 
mitting  to  It  an  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  constitutes  good  cause  for  an 
extension  of  the  August  5,  1974  deadline 
for  the  submittal  of  the  information 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46.  The  Regula¬ 
tory  staff,  however,  does  not  believe 
the  licensee  has  justified  an  extension 
of  time  imtil  September  16,  1974.  The 
Regulatory  staff  has  Independently  de¬ 
veloped  a  schedvile  of  the  steps  and  aver¬ 
age  times  that  should  be  sufficient  for  in¬ 
ternal  review  by  the  licensee  after  trans¬ 
mittal  by  Westinghouse  of  the  Westing¬ 
house  evaluation  and  analyses  to  the 
licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  accoimt  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licens¬ 
ees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  that  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  Information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows : 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  qual¬ 
ity  assurance  review)  of  evaluation 
models  and  analyses — 7  days. 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures — 14  days. 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee — 10 
days. 

4.  Submit — 4  days. 

Total  time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  thirty-five  days  should  be  granted 
to  the  licensee  commencing  with  the 
date  of  transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of 
its  model  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 


extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5,  1974,  until  September  6, 
1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  Allgust,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director 
of  licensing. 

[PR  Doc.74-18447  PUed  6-12-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-331] 

IOWA  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  AND  POWER  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 

Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part 
50,  by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill).  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46  (a)  (2)  (ill),  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  10,  1974  (39  FR  25415) , 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension 
of  time  until  October  3, 1974,  of  the  sub¬ 
mittal  date  for  the  Duane  Arnold  Enei^ 
Center  (DAEC)  ECCS  evaluation.  The 
licensee  has  also  requested  an  exemption 
from  the  operating  requirements  of  10 
CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iv).  Notice  of  receipt 
of  this  request  for  exemption  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  July 
11, 1974  (39  FR  25530), 

Our  Notice  published  July  10,  1974  in¬ 
vited  the  submission  of  views  and  com¬ 
ments  by  any  interested  persons  on  the 
licensee’s  request.  Comments  have  been 
received  from  Friends  of  the  Earth  and 
Consolidated  National  Intervenors.  Pro¬ 
vided  adequate  justification  can  be  es¬ 
tablished  for  vendor  delay,  these  groups 
believe  that  good  cause  has  been  made 
by  the  licensee  for  the  granting  of  an 
extension  of  time  on  the  groimds  that 
the  licensee  has  provided  an  adequate 
schedule  of  its  review  process  and  the 
times  required  for  each  task.  However, 
they  oppose  the  granting  of  additional 
time  so  that  a  timely  request  for  an 
exemption  can  be  filed. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
accoimt  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  refiected  herein.  The  staff  did 
not  consider  in  its  determination  of  good 
cause  the  need  for  additional  time  in 
which  to  file  an  exemption  request. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  Iowa  Electric  Light  and 
Power  (lELP)  Company  states  that  the 
reactor  vendor  will  not  be  able  to  provide 
its  evaluations  to  lELP  imtil  July  15, 
1974.  Upon  receipt  of  the  completed 
EXX7S  evaluation,  lELP  states  it  must 
verify  the  vendor’s  evaluation  model  for 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 


Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions;  review  and  verify  calculations 
performed  by  the  vendor  and  establish 
specific  Impact  of  the  new  criteria  on 
the  Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center  and 
develop  new  technical  specifications  de¬ 
signed  to  minimize  Impact  of  the  new 
acceptance  criteria  and  to  insure  that 
reactor  operation  conforms  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  those  criteria.  Any  neces¬ 
sary  changes  to  Technical  Specifications 
of  DPR-49  will  have  to  be  developed,  re¬ 
viewed  and  approved  by  both  the  Plant 
Operations  Review  Committee  and  the 
S^ety  Committee  of  the  Iowa  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company.  The  licensee 
further  stated  that  the  time  estimated 
to  accomplish  the  above  would  be  five 
weeks  from  the  date  that  General  Elec¬ 
tric  (GE)  submits  its  evaluation  model 
and  analysis.  (GE  has  Indicated  the 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  were 
transmitted  to  the  licensee  on  July  19, 
1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time  is 
the  imavailability  of  the  necessary  eval¬ 
uation  models  and  analyses  from  GE. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regulation, 
the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  engaged  in 
a  continuing  effort  to  develop  an  AEC 
evaluation  model  which  would  meet  the 
requirements  of  Appendix  K  of  10  CFR 
Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been  under¬ 
way  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear  steam 
supply  systems  for  light-water  nuclear 
power  reactors.  Including  GE.  As  the 
Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its  ef¬ 
forts,  this  development  work  has  involved 
a  considerable  amount  of  time.  Based 
upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  efforts 
and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts  on  the 
part  of  GE  to  develop  adequate  evalua¬ 
tion  models  and  analyses,  the  Regulatory 
staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s  state¬ 
ments  regarding  delay  by  GE  in  complet¬ 
ing  and  submitting  to  it  an  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  constitutes  good 
cause  for  an  extension  of  the  August  5, 
1974  deadline  for  the  submittal  of  the 
information  required  by  10  CFR  50.46. 
The  Regulatory  staff,  however,  does  not 
believe  the  licensee  has  justified  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  until  October  3, 1974.  The 
Regulatory  staff  has  independently  de¬ 
veloped  a  schedule  of  the  steps  and  aver¬ 
age  times  that  should  be  sufficient  for 
internal  review  by  the  licensee  after 
transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE  evaluation 
and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions 
as  well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
views  as  to  the  minimum  time  which 
should  be  required  for  the  licensees  to 
conduct  the  necessary  reviews  and  to 
prepare  the  necessary  Information  for 
submittal  to  the  Regulatory  staff.  The 
Regulatory  staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  anal¬ 
yses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
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company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit  (4  da3rs) 

Total  Time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatcnry 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  octenslon  ot 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE  model  and 
analyses  to  the  licensee.  It  should  be 
noted  that  this  licensee  will  be  required 
to  operate  the  DAEC  reactor  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  limitations  of  the  Interim'Ac- 
ceptance  Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the 
period  of  the  time  extension  granted 
herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee 
which  extends  the  date  for  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46 
(a)  (2)  (11)  fr<Mn  August  5.  1974  until  Au¬ 
gust  23, 1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 

Acting  Director 
of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-18466  FUed  »-13-74;8:45  am] 
(Docket  No.  60-219] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 

Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CTR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECCS 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation  pur¬ 
suant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (lii) .  As  re¬ 
quired  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (Ui),  a  No¬ 
tice  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  10. 1974  (39  FR  25415)  that 
the  Director  of  Regulation  had  received 
and  was  considering  a  request  from  the 
Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Company 
(the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of  time 
until  December  23,  1974  of  the  submittal 
date  for  the  Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Gen¬ 
erating  Station  (Oyster  Ch’eek)  ECCS 
evaluation.  The  licensee  also  requested  an 
exemption  from  the  operating  require¬ 
ments  of  10  cm  50.46;  the  Commission 
has  this  request  \mder  consideration  and 
has  published  a  notice  to  this  effect. 

The  Notice  published  July  10, 1974,  in¬ 
vited  the  submission  of  views  and  com¬ 
ments  by  any  interested  persons  on  the 
licensee’s  request.  Comments  have  been 
received  from  Friends  of  the  Earth  and 
Consolidated  National  Intervenors.  These 
groups  oppose  the  granting  of  the  exten¬ 
sion  as  requested  on  the  grounds  that  the 
licensee’s  application  does  not  present 
suflacient  eiddwice  to  demonstrate  why 
the  vendor’s  analyses  are  delayed  or  why 


the  licensee’s  review  requires  excessive 
time  for  completkm. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  these 
comments  into  account  in  reaidiing  its 
determination  refiected  herein.  In  this 
regard,  the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that, 
as  not^  below,  the  licensee  has  shown 
good  cause  for  the  granting  of  extension 
of  time.  The  staff  did  not  consider  in  its 
determination  of  good  cause  the  need  for 
additional  time  in  which  to  file  an  ex¬ 
emption  request. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  the 
Oyster  Creek  facility  is  powered  by  a 
General  Electric  nuclear  steam  supply 
system  (NSSS)  which  contains  two  types 
of  fuel  supplied  by  Elicxon  Nuclear  Com¬ 
pany  (EXXON).  The  NSSS  and  five  in¬ 
dividual  fuel  types  must  be  evaluated  in 
order  to  determine,  pursuant  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  criteria,  whether  Oyster 
Cheek’s  EfXS  is  satisfactory.  Further¬ 
more,  the  licensee  states  that  they  do 
not  have  the  capability  for  ECX)S  model 
development  and  are  dependent,  there¬ 
fore,  for  schedule  purposes  on  the  per¬ 
formance  of  particular  vendors  and  fuel 
suppliers. 

In  their  request,  the  licensee  stated 
that  the  blowdown  analysis  and  the 
LOCA  analysis  for  the  GE  fuel  assem¬ 
blies  now  in  the  Oyster  Creek  reactor 
will  not  be  available  from  GE  prior  to 
September  30,  1974.  ’Thus,  GE’s  develop¬ 
ment  schedule  precludes  detailed  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  LOCA  analysis  by 
General  Public  Utility  Service  Company 
(GPUSC)  (the  licensee’s  sister  subsidiary 
company)  for  the  licensee  until  after  the 
specified  August  5,  1974  submittal  date. 
GPUSC  requires  Uiree  weeks  for  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  LOCA  analysis,  and 
the  licensee  requires  three  weeks  for  the 
operations  and  safety  committee  reviews 
(pursuant  to  the  Oyster  Creek  operating 
license  and  Appendix  B  of  10  CFR  Part 
50)  and  final  approval.  The  licensee 
estimated  the  date  for  submittal  of  the 
analysis  of  the  GE  fuel  to  be  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1974.  Similarly  the  licensee  has 
requested  that  Exxon  provide  the  com¬ 
plete  LOCA  analysis  of  the  Exxon  fuel  in 
the  Oyster  Creek  core.  Exxon  requires 
six  weeks  from  receipt  of  the  GE  blow¬ 
down  analysis  results  to  evaluate  the 
performance  of  the  three  types  of  Exxon 
fuel  in  the  core.  Technical,  operations, 
and  safety  review  of  this  material  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  consume  six  weeks.  Thus,  the 
licensee  estimates  the  date  for  submittal 
of  the  analysis  of  Exxon  fuel  in  the 
Oyster  CTreek  facility  is  December  23, 
1974. 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  GE 
and  Exxon.  Since  the  promulgation  of 
the  regulation,  the  Regulatory  staff  has 
been  engaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to 
develop  an  AEC  evaluation  model  which 
would  meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix 
K  of  10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has 
been  underway  by  the  four  vendors  of 
nuclear  steam  supply  systems  for  light- 
water  nuclear  power  reactors,  including 


GE.  As  the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes 
from  its  efforts,  this  develcgxnent  work 
has  involved  a  considerable  amount  of 
time. 

Furthermore,  the  Oyster  Creek  re¬ 
actor  is  an  older  design  which  requires 
significant  changes  in  the  evaluation 
models  now  being  calculated  for  General 
Electric’s  newer  designs.  GE  and  Exxon 
must  prepare  separate  evaluation  models 
and  analyses  which  are  tailored  to  the 
Oyster  Creek  reactor  and  which  will 
Involve  additional  time  beyond  the  time 
estimated  for  submission  of  the  evalua¬ 
tion  models  for  the  newer  designs. 

Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
experience  and  its  knowledge  of  the  effort 
on  the  part  of  GE  and  Exxon  to  develop 
adequate  evaluation  models  and  anal¬ 
yses,  the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that 
the  licensee’s  statements  regarding  delay 
by  GE  and  Exxon  in  completing  and  sub- 
niitting  to  it  an  evaluation  model  and 
analyses,  constitute  gcjod  cause  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  August  5,  1974  deadline 
for  the  submittal  of  the  information  re¬ 
quired  by  10  CFR  50.46  until  Decem¬ 
ber  11. 1974. 

The  Regulatory  staff  believes  that  ex¬ 
cessive  time  is  required  by  Exxon  (6 
weeks)  to  submit  the  ECCS  analysis  to 
the  licensee,  after  Exxon’s  receipt  of  the 
GE  blowdown  analysis;  about  30  calen¬ 
dar  days  represents  the  minimum  time 
for  completion. 

During  the  requested  extension  period 
beyond  August  5,  1974,  the  licensee  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  the  Oyster  Creek  facility 
as  follows.  On  August  5,  1974  the  licensee 
will  institute  voluntary  restrictions  on 
the  operating  conditions  of  the  facility. 
The  restrictions  will  be  based  initially  on 
the  best  information  available  at  the 
time — the  interim  results  of  the  GE  anal¬ 
ysis  and  the  preliminary  Exxon  LOCA 
analysis  (calculated  using  the  results  of 
GE’s  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria  (lAC) 
blowdown  analysis).  These  analyses  are 
expected  to  be  supplied  by  GE  and  Ex¬ 
xon  to  the  licensee  by  July  24,  1974,  and 
July  31,  1974,  respectively.  'Ihereafter, 
operational  restrictions  may  be  varied 
but  only  until  the  analyses  are  finalized 
and  proposed  modifications  to  the  re¬ 
strictions  are  submitted  to  refiect  up¬ 
dated  calculations.  'The  licensee  will  ad¬ 
vise  the  Commission  as  new  information 
becomes  available  and  will  review  this 
information  with  the  Commission  on  a 
timely  basis. 

Recognizing  that  the  restrictions  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  licensee  will  be  more  re¬ 
strictive  than  those  imposed  by  the  lAC, 
this  interim,  voluntary  restriction  on  op¬ 
erating  reactor  conditions  is  acceptable 
to  the  staff.  However,  the  regulatory  staff 
believes  a  preliminary  evaluation,  based 
on  conservative  assumptions,  but  not 
necessarily  including  all  of  the  detail 
and  documentation  called  for  by  Ap¬ 
pendix  K,  but  which  nevertheless  pro¬ 
vides  a  conservative  assessment  of  ECCS 
performance  under  the  Commission’s 
Acceptance  Criteria,  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Director  of  Regulation  by  Au¬ 
gust  22.  1974.  The  staff  recognizes  that 
simplifying,  but  conservative,  assump- 
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Uons  must  be  made  In  order  to  provide 
the  evaluation  by  August  22,  1974,  but 
the  submittal  must  present  details  of 
such  assumptions  and  estimates  and 
supporting  discussion  to  demonstrate 
that  the  preliminary  evaluation  meets 
the  Commission’s  acceptance  criteria, 
and  Include  proposed  operating  limits, 
if  any,  required  to  bring  the  reactor  into 
conformity  with  the  Commission’s  ac¬ 
ceptance  criteria. 

Upon  receipt  of  the  final  evaluation 
models  and  analyses  from  the  vendors, 
the  licensee  shall  submit  copies  of  the 
final  ECCS  analyses  by  GE  and  Exxon 
immediately  upon  his  receipt  of  these 
analyses,  but  no  later  than  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1974  for  GE  and  October  30,  1974 
for  Exxon,  for  review  by  the  Regulatory 
staff  concurrent  with  licensee  review. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2) 
(11)  from  August  5,  1974  imtil  Decem¬ 
ber  11, 1974,  provided  that; 

(1)  ’The  licensee  submits  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  22, 1974  a  preliminary  evalu¬ 
ation  of  ECCS  performance  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K 
although  not  necessarily  containing  the 
full  detail  and  the  full  documentation 
called  for  In  Appendix  K  but  which 
nevertheless  provides  a  conservative 
assessment  of  ECXUS  performance  under 
the  Commission’s  Acceptance  Criteria, 

(2)  ’The  licensee  submits  on  or  before 
August  22,  1974  proposed  Technical 
Specification  chailges  required  to  bring 
reactor  operation  into  conformity  with 
results  of  the  preliminary  analyses  and 
the  lAC, 

(3)  The  licensee,  no  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  22, 1974,  operates  the  reactor  within 
the  limits  of  the  then  proposed  technical 
specification  changes  and  all  technical 
specifications  previously  imposed  by  the 
Commission,  including  the  requirements 
of  the  Interim  Policy  Statement  (36  F.R, 
12247,  as  amended  by  36  FJl.  24082,  De¬ 
cember  18, 1971) ,  unless  the  licensee  files 
a  request  for  exemption  from  such  re¬ 
quirements  with  the  Commission  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  10  CFR  50.46,  and  such 
request  is  granted, 

(4)  The  licensee  submits  copies  of  the 
final  ECCS  analyses  by  GE  and  Exxon 
immediately  on  his  receipt  of  these  anal¬ 
yses,  but  no  later  than  September  30, 
1974,  for  GE  and  October  30,  1974,  for 
Exxon,  and 

(5)  ’The  licensee  submits  on  or  before 
December  11,  1974,  his  completed  evalu¬ 
ation  and  proposed  technical  specifica¬ 
tions  piu-suant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a) 
(2)  (li). 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[FRDoc.74-184e6  Piled  &-l»-74:8:45  am) 
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MAINE  YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 

Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  Cm  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  published 
in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  by 
August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECCS 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  5  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii) . 

As  required  by  10  CFR  subsection 
50.46(a)  (2)  (iii) ,  a  Notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  11,  1974 
(39  FR  25530)  that  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  had  received  and  was  considering 
a  request  from  the  Maine  Yankee  Atomic 
Power  Company  (the  licensee)  for  an 
extension  of  time  until  November  4, 1974, 
of  the  submittal  date  for  the  Maine 
Yankee  Power  Station  ECCS  evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  Nationsil 
Intervenors.  These  groups  opposed  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  unless  good  cause  can  be  shown  for 
the  60  day  vendor  delay.  In  addition, 
even  if  good  cause  can  be  shown  for  the 
vendor  delay,  these  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  for  the  last  30  days  requested  by 
the  licensee  as  no  outline  of  procedures 
to  be  followed  by  the  licensee  after  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  vendor’s  analysis  is  provided 
and  the  licensee  does  not  explain  why 
it  will  not  conduct  its  evaluation  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  vendor.  These  groups 
also  note  that  the  question  would  be 
moot  if  the  licensee’s  conclusion  that  the 
plant  can  now  comply  with  the  Acccept- 
ance  Criteria  without  derating  is  sup¬ 
ported  by  facts. 

’The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  Into 
account  these  comments  in  the  deter¬ 
mination  reflected  herein.  It  has  eval¬ 
uated  the  vendor’s  delay  in  submitting 
an  ECCS  evaluation  model  and  analyses 
to  the  licensee  and  finds  that  this  delay 
is  justified.  Furthermore,  the  Regulatory 
st^  after  determining  a  minimum  re¬ 
view  schedule  of  a  vendor’s  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  and  comparing  the 
licensee’s  schedule  to  the  staff’s  inde¬ 
pendent  schedule,  believes  the  licensee 
has  shoan  good  cause  for  the  requested 
extension  of  time  for  its  internal  review 
of  the  vendor’s  evaluation  and  analyses. 
The  staff’s  assessment  of  the  review  time 
required  by  licensees  for  the  evaluation 
model  and  the  preparation  of  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  includes  a  rea¬ 
sonable  level  of  general  Involvement  by 
the  licensee  with  the  vendor  in  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  evaluation  models.  How¬ 
ever,  only  after  completion  of  the  model 
and  the  detailed  calculation  can  the  bulk 
of  the  licensee’s  review  begin. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
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does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS 
evaluation  from  Combustion  Engineer¬ 
ing  (CE)  (the  NSSS  vendor  of  Maine 
Yankee)  before  October  4, 1974,  and  that 
an  additional  30-day  extension  is  re¬ 
quested  for  the  Maine  Yankee  Atomic 
Power  Company  to  complete  a  review  of 
the  Combustion  Engineering  analysis. 
(CE  has  now  indicated  the  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  could  be  submitted 
to  the  licensee  on  September  2,  1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from 
CE.  Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regu¬ 
lation,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEC  evaluation  model  which  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K 
of  10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has 
been  underway  by  the  four  vendors  of 
nuclear  steam  supply  systems  for  light- 
water  nuclear  power  reactors,  including 
CE.  As  the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes 
from  its  efforts,  this  development  work 
has  involved  a  considerable  amount  of 
time.  Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff's 
own  efforts  and  its  knowledge  of  the  ef- 
orts  on  the  part  of  CE  to  develop  ade¬ 
quate  evaluation  models  and  analyses, 
the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the 
licensee’s  statements  regarding  delay  by 
CE  in  completing  and  submitting  to  it 
an  evaluation  model  and  analyses  con¬ 
stitutes  good  cause  for  extension  of  the 
August  5, 1974  deadline  for  the  submittal 
of  the  iriformation  required  by  10  CFR 
50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff  has  inde¬ 
pendently  developed  a  schedule  of  the 
steps  and  average  times  that  should  be 
suflQcient  for  internal  review  by  the  li¬ 
censee  after  transmittal  by  CE  of  the 
CE  evaluation  and  analyses  to  the  licen¬ 
see.  This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licen¬ 
sees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  should  be 
required  to  conduct  the  utility  reviews 
and  to  prepare  the  necessary  informa¬ 
tion  for  submittal  to  the  Regulatory- 
staff.  The  Regulatory  staff’s  schedule  is 
as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  Q''A 
review  of  evaluation  models.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro- 
c^ures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  ’Time  ;  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  on  September  2, 
1974,  the  date  of  transmittal  by  CE  of 
the  CE  model  and  analyses  to  the  li¬ 
censee.  It  should  be  noted  that  this  li¬ 
censee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Maine  Yankee  reactor  in  accordance  with 
limitations  of  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the  period  of 
the  time  extension  granted  herein. 


13,  1974 


29030 


NOTICES 


Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  caiise  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requiremnets  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5,  1974,  imtil  October  7, 
1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974, 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-18461  PUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-289] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO.  ET  AL. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  for 
Submittal  of  Evaluations 

In  the  matter  of  Metropolitan  Edison 
Co.,  Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light  Co., 
and  Pennsylvania  Electric  Co. 

As  required  by  10  C7FR  50.46(a)  (2) ,  cer¬ 
tain  licensees  must  achieve  compliance 
with  acceptance  criteria  for  emergency 
core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  published 
in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  August 
5,  1974,  unless  an  extension  of  time  for 
submission  of  the  required  ECCS  per¬ 
formance  evaluation  and  proposed  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  has  been  approved  by 
the  Director  of  Regulations  pursuant  to 
10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii).  As  required  by 
50.46(a)  (2)  (iii),  notice  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  10,  1974 
(39  FR  25416) ,  that  the  Director  of  Reg¬ 
ulation  had  received  and  was  considering 
a  request  from  Metropolitan  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  for  an  extension  of  time  until  Sep¬ 
tember  16, 1974  of  the  submittal  date  for 
the  ECCS  evaluation  and  proposed  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  Three  Mile  Is¬ 
land  Nuclear  Station,  Unit  1.  (The 
licensee  also  requested  an  exemption 
from  the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (VI). 
Notice  of  receipt  of  this  request  for  ex¬ 
emption  was  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  10,  1974  (39  FR 
25420).) 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  question  the 
licensee’s  statement  that  the  vendor’s 
schedule  could  not  be  expedited.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  these  groups  question  why  the 
licensee  could  not  conduct  its  evalua¬ 
tion  in  conjunction  with  the  vendor. 

'The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  refiected  herein.  It  has  evaluated 
'  the  vendor’s  delay  in  submitting  an  E(X!S 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  to  the  U- 
censee  and  finds  that  this  delay  is  justi¬ 
fied.  Furthermore,  the  Regulatory  staff, 
after  determining  a  minimum  review 
schedule  of  a  vendor’s  evaluation  model 
and  analyses  and  comparing  the  licen- 
cee’s  schedule  to  the  staff’s  independent 
schedule,  believes  the  licensee  has  shown 
good  cause  for  only  that  extension  of 
time  which  is  consistent  with  the  staff’s 


assessment.  The  staff’s  assessment  of  the 
review  time  required  by  licensees  for  the 
evaluation  model  and  the  preparation 
of  proposed  Technical  Specifications 
Includes  a  reasonable  level  of  gen¬ 
eral  Involvement  by  the  licensee  with 
the  vendor  In  the  development  of 
the  evaluation  models.  However,  only 
after  completion  of  the  model  and 
the  detailed  calculation  can  the  bulk 
of  the  licensee’s  review  begin.  The 
staff  did  not  consider  in  Its  determi¬ 
nation  of  good  cause  the  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  in  which  to  file  an  exemption 
request. 

In  support  of  Its  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  It 
expects  to  receive  the  ECCS  evaluation 
and  analyses  from  the  NSSS  vendor, 
Babcock  b  Wilcox  (B&W) ,  by  August  5, 
1974,  and  that  an  additional  six  weeks  is 
requested  for  the  Ucensee  to  complete 
a  review  of  the  B&W  analyses.  (B&W  has 
now  Indicated  the  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  could  be  submitted  to  the  li¬ 
censee  on  August  1,  1974.)  In  part,  the 
licensee  attributes  the  need  for  six  weeks 
of  internal  review  to  Its  corporate  struc¬ 
ture  in  that  two  sister  subsidiary  com¬ 
panies — the  licensee  and  General  Public 
Utilities  Service  Corporation  (GPUSC), 
must  coordinate  the  various  internal  re¬ 
view  stages. 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time  Is 
the  unavailability  of  the  necessary  evalu¬ 
ation  models  and  analyses  from  B&W. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regulation, 
the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  engaged 
in  a  continuing  effort  to  develop  an  AEC 
evaluation  model  which  would  meet  the 
requirements  of  Appendix  K  of  10  CFR 
Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been  imder- 
way  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear  steam 
supply  systems  for  light-water  nuclear 
power  reactors,  including  B&W.  As  the 
Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its  ef¬ 
forts,  this  development  work  has  in¬ 
volve  a  considerable  amoimt  of  time. 
Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
efforts  and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts 
on  the  part  of  B&W  to  develop  adequate 
evaluation  models  and  analyses,  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s 
statements  regarding  delay  by  E&W  in 
completing  and  submitting  to  it  an 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  consti¬ 
tutes  good  cause  for  an  extension  of  the 
August  5, 1974  deadline  for  the  submittal 
of  the  InfcETnation  required  by  10  CFR 
50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff,  however, 
does  not  believe  the  licensee  has  Justified 
an  extension  of  time  until  September  16, 
1974.  The  Regulatory  staff  has  independ¬ 
ently  developed  a  schedule  of  the  steps 
and  average  times  that  should  be  suffi¬ 
cient  for  internal  review  by  the  Ucensee 
after  transmittal  by  B&W  of  the  B&W 
evaluation  and  analyses  to  the  Ucensee. 

This  schedule  takes  Into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  aU  U- 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
weU  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  should  be 
required  for  the  Ucensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  pr^are  the  nec¬ 
essary  information  for  submittal  to  the 


Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory  staff’s 
schedule  is  as  foUows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  time;  35  days 

This  schedule  estimate  Is  based  on  work 
within  a  single  company  corporate  struc¬ 
ture.  ’The  Regulatory  staff  feels  that 
GPUSC  and  the  Ucensee  should  be  able 
to  work  in  paraUel  to  whatever  degree  is 
necessary.  Based  upon  the  above,  the  reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  has  concluded  that  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  of  35  days  should  be 
granted  to  the  Ucensee  commencing  with 
the  date  of  transmittal  by  B&W  model 
and  analyses  to  the  Ucensee.  It  should 
be  noted  that  this  Ucensee  wlU  be  re¬ 
quired  to  operate  the  ’Three  Mile  Island 
Unit  1  reactor  in  accordance  with  limita¬ 
tions  of  the  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria 
for  ECCS  during  the  period  of  the  time 
extension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  Ucensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5,  1974  until  September  5, 
1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Eoson  C.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 
[PR  Doc.74-18464  Piled  8-12-74:8:46  am] 

[Docket  No.  50-184] 

NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility  License 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Fkiergy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  1 
to  Faculty  Operating  License  No.  TR-5 
issued  to  the  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards  (NBS)  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  its  re¬ 
actor  located  near  Gaithersburg,  in 
Montgomery  County,  Maryland.  This 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance.  . 

The  amendment  permits  replacement 
of  the  reactor  primary  and  purification 
systems’  aluminum  heat  exchangers  with 
stainless  steel  units. 

The  appUcation  for  the  amendment 
compUes  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  and 
the  Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in 
10  CFR  Chapter  I  which  are  set  forth 
in  the  license  amendment. 
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For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  April  2,  1974,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  1  to  License  No.  TR-5, 
with  any  attachments,  and  (3)  the  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Licensing’s  concurrently  issued 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection,  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Docmnent  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
United  States  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention: 
Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Projects, 
Directorate  of  Licensing — Regulation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.74-18440  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-298] 

NEBRASKA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii).  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii),  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  10,  1974  (39  FR  25416) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Nebraska  Public  Power  District 
(NPDD)  (the  licensee)  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  until  September  2,  1974,  of 
the  submittal  date  for  the  Coop>er  Nu¬ 
clear  Station  (Cooper)  ECCS  evaluation. 
The  Commission  has  also  received  a  re¬ 
quest  from  the  licensee  for  exemption 
from  the  operating  requirements  of  10 
CFR  50.46  (39  FR  25531,  July  11,  1974). 

’The  Notice  published  July  10,  1974  in¬ 
vited  the  submission  of  views  and  com¬ 
ments  by  any  Interested  persons  on  the 
licensee’s  request  for  extension  of  time. 
Comments  have  been  received  from 
Friends  of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated 
National  Intervenors.  ’These  groups  do 
not  oppose  the  granting  of  the  requested 
extension  of  time  granted  good  cause  can 
be  shown  for  vendor  delay  and  lack  of 
congruent  effort  between  vendor  and 
licensee. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  refiected  herein  and  as  noted  be¬ 
low,  believes  that  there  is  good  cause  for 
the  granting  of  an  extension  of  time. 
The  staff  did  not  consider  in  its  determi¬ 
nation  of  good  cause  the  need  for  addi¬ 


tional  time  in  which  to  file  an  exemption 
request. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  from  the 
General  Electric  Company  (GE)  for 
Cooper  imtil  July  15,  1974.  ’The  licensee 
states  that  the  minimum  time  required 
for  an  adequate  internal  engineering  re¬ 
view  and  evaluation  of  the  GE  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  to  be  four 
weeks,  the  time  required  to  obtain  the 
required  approval  of  appropriate  review 
groups  to  be  two  weeks,  and  that  final 
preparation  and  reproduction  activities 
would  be  approximately  wie  week.  ’The 
licensee  further  states  that  he  believes 
that  there  is  enough  overlap  which  would 
allow  reduction  of  the  time  to  six  weeks 
from  the  date  of  receipt  of  the  analysis. 

In  its  request  for  an  exemption,  how¬ 
ever,  the  licensee  indicated  that  it  will 
submit  an  ECCS  evaluation  model  and 
proposed  Technical  Specifications,  which 
shall  refiect  a  proposed  LPCI  modifica¬ 
tion  and  the  consequences  of  such  modi¬ 
fication  on  ECCS  performance.  The  li¬ 
censee  is  apparently  under  the  misap¬ 
prehension  that  evaluations,  or  requests 
for  extension  and  exemption  requests,  for 
the  ECCS,  as  will  be  modified,  were  re¬ 
quired  by  August  5,  1974.  TTiis  is  incor¬ 
rect.  Evaluations  and/or  compliance  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  ECCS  which  will  be 
later  modified  would  be  required  before 
the  ECCS,  as  modified,  could  be  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Regulatory  staff. 

However,  evaluations  for  the  present 
ECCS  are  required  by  August  5,  1974. 
’The  Regulatory  staff  has  determined 
from  GE  that  the  earliest  date  the  li¬ 
censee  could  obtain  an  ECCS  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  from  GE  for  its  pres¬ 
ent  ECCS  would  be  September  15,  1974. 
Further,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  inde¬ 
pendently  developed  a  schedule  of  the 
steps  and  average  times  that  shouid  be 
sufBcient  for  internal  review  by  the  li¬ 
censee  after  transmittal  by  GE  of  the 
GE  evaluation  and  analyses  to  the 
licensee. 

’This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licens¬ 
ees  who  have  requested  extensions  as  well 
as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views  as  to 
the  minimum  time  which  should  be  re¬ 
quired  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  pr^are  the  nec¬ 
essary  information  for  submittal  to  the 
Regulatory  staff.  ’The  Regulatory  staff’s 
schedule  is  as  follows : 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  anal¬ 
yses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
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transmittal  by  GE  of  the  appropriate  GE 
model  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

However,  as  a  condition  of  such  grant 
of  an  extension  of  time,  the  licensee  must 
submit  to  the  Director  of  Regulation  a 
preliminary  evaluation,  based  on  con¬ 
servative  assumptions,  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  including  all  of  the  detail  and 
documentation  called  for  by  Appendix 
K,  but  which  nevertheless  provides  a 
conservative  assessment  of  ECCS  per¬ 
formance  under  the  Commission’s  Ac¬ 
ceptance  Criteria.  This  preliminary 
evaluation  is  to  be  provided  by  August  22, 
1974.  The  staff  recognizes  that  simplify¬ 
ing,  but  conservative,  assumptions  must 
be  made  in  order  to  provide  the  evalua¬ 
tion  by  August  22, 1974,  but  the  submittal 
must  present  details  of  such  assumptions 
and  estimates  and  supporting  discussion 
to  demonstrate  that  the  preliminary 
evaluation  meets  the  Commission’s  ac¬ 
ceptance  criteria,  and  include  proposed 
operating  limits,  if  any,  required  to  bring 
the  reactor  into  conformity  with  the 
Commission’s  acceptance  criteria.  On 
submission  of  the  preliminary  evaluation 
and  accompanying  operating  restric¬ 
tions,  the  licensee  would,  of  course,  have 
the  opportunity  to  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  request  for  an  exemption  from 
these  operating  restrictions  in  the  in¬ 
terim  period  before  the  complete  evalua¬ 
tion  is  submitted  in  full  conformity  with 
10  CFR  50.46,  or  may  request  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  requirement  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  an  evaluation  of  the  present 
core  in  full  conformity  with  Appendix  K, 
in  view  of  the  core  changes  which  are 
intended  to  achieve  full  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46. 

Accordingly,  based  on  good  cause  as 
stated  above,  the  Director  of  Regulation 
hereby  grants  an  extension  of  time  to  the 
licensee  which  extends  the  date  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  requirements  of  10  CFR 
50.46(a)  (2)  (ii)  imtil  October  20,  1974 
provided  that  on  or  before  August  22, 
1974,  the  licensee  shall  submit  a  preli¬ 
minary  evaluation  of  ECCS  performance 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  K  although  not  necessarily  con¬ 
taining  the  full  detail  and  the  full  docu¬ 
mentation  called  for  in  Appendix  K, 
along  with  proposed  license  amendment 
or  Technical  Specification  changes  which 
would  bring  reactor  operation  into  con¬ 
formity  with  the  requirements  of  section 
50.46.  Upon  submission,  the  licensee  shall 
operate  within  the  limits  of  such  pro¬ 
posed  technical  specification  and  all 
technical  specifications  previously  im¬ 
posed  by  the  Commission,  including  the 
requirements  of  the  Interim  Policy 
Statement  (36  F.R.  12247,  as  amended 
by  36  F.R.  24082,  December  18,  1971), 
unless  the  licensee  files  a  request  for 
exemption  from  such  requirements  with 
the  Commission  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  50.46,  and  such  request  is  granted. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-18441  Filed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 
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NOTtCCS 


(Docket  No.  50-346] 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  for 
Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CPR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECX3S)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part 
50,  by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii).  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (Hi) .  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  11,  1974,  (39  FR 
25531)  that  the  Director  of  Regulation 
had  received  and  w'as  considering  a  re¬ 
quest  from  the  Connecticut  Light  and 
Power  Company,  The  Hartford  Electric 
Light  Company,  Western  Massachusetts 
Electric  Company  and  Northeast  Nuclear 
Energy  Company  (the  licensees)  for  an 
extension  of  time  irntil  November  4, 
1974  of  the  submittal  date  for  the  Mill¬ 
stone  Unit  1  ECCS  evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensees’  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  but  do  not  oppose  an  extension  to 
September  4,  1974.  They  note  that  on 
that  date  the  reactor  will  be  shutdown 
for  refueling  for  over  two  months  and 
that  this  will  insure  that  the  reactor 
will  be  in  compliance  with  Acceptance 
Criteria  when  it  starts  up. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein.  It  should  be 
noted,  however,  that  in  making  its  deter¬ 
mination  no  consideration  was  given  by 
the  Regulatory  staff  to  the  reactor  shut¬ 
down  schedule  other  than  the  awareness 
that  this  schedule  wpuld  facilitate  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Acceptance  CMterla 
prior  to  startup. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensees  state  that  they 
do  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS  eval¬ 
uation  model  and  analyses  from  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Company  (GE)  for  MUl- 
.stone  Unit  1  before  July  15-18,  1974. 
The  licensees  state  that  review  of  the 
GE  ECCS  evaluation  model  and  analyses 
will  be  conducted  by  appropriate  review 
groups  both  within  and  associated  with 
the  licensees.  There  is  need  for  internal 
review  of  the  calculations  by  the  Plant 
Operating  Review  Committee  and  the 
Nuclear  Review  Board.  There  is  also  need 
for  technical  feasibility  review.  The  li¬ 
censees  stated  that  the  time  estimated 
to  accomplish  the  above  would  be  about 
sixteen  weeks  from  the  date  that  GE 
submits  its  evaluation  model  and  anal¬ 
yses.  (GE  has  indicated  the  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  were  transmitted  to 
the  licensees  on  July  19, 1974) . 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensees’  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time  is 


the  unavailability  of  the  necessary  evalu¬ 
ation  models  and  analyses  fr(»n  GE. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regula¬ 
tion,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  In  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEC  evaluation  model  which  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K  of 
10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been 
underway  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear 
steam  supply  systems  for  light-water 
nuclear  power  reactors.  Including  GE.  As 
the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from  Its 
efforts,  this  development  work  has  in¬ 
volved  a  considerable  amount  of  time, 
BEised  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  experi¬ 
ence  and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts  on 
the  part  of  GE  to  develop  adequate  eval¬ 
uation  models  and  analyses,  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  believes  that  the  licensees’ 
statements  regarding  delay  by  GE  In 
completing  and  submitting  to  it  an  eval¬ 
uation  model  and  analyses  constitutes 
good  cause  for  an  extensicm  of  the  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1974  deadline  for  the  submittal 
of  the  information  required  by  10  CFR 
50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff,  however, 
does  not  believe  the  licensees  have  justi¬ 
fied  an  extension  of  time  until  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1974.  The  Regulatory  staff  has  in¬ 
dependently  developed  a  schedule  of  the 
steps  and  average  times  that  should  be 
sufficient  for  internal  review  by  the  li¬ 
censees  after  transmittal  by  GE  of  the 
GE  evaluation  and  analyses  to  the 
licensees. 

This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licens¬ 
ees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  information  for  submittal  to 
the  Re^atory  staff.  'The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models 'and  anal¬ 
yses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and 
nuclear  safety  committee  and  appropri¬ 
ate  company  nuclear  review  committee. 
(10  days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  Time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has ‘concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensees  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE  model  and 
analyses  to  the  licensees.  It  should  be 
noted  that  the  licensees  will  be  required 
to  operate  the  Millstone  Unit  1  reactor 
in  accordance  with  limitations  of  the  In¬ 
terim  Acceptance  Cjriterla  for  E<XS  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  the  time  extension 
granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  lor  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensees 
which  extends  the  date  for  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46 
(a)  (2)  (11)  from  August  5, 1974,  until  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1974. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  Q.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 
(PR  Doc.74-18460  FUed  0-12-74:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  60-263] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Determination  of  R^uest  for  Extension  of 

Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (E(X;S)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  ’Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) .  As 
required  by  10  CPR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill),  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  11,  1974,  (39  FR  25532) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  Northern  States  Power  Company 
(the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of  time 
until  September  16,  1974,  of  the  sub¬ 
mittal  date  for  the  Montlcello  Nuclear 
Generating  Plant  (Montlcello)  ECXTS 
evaluations. 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  Interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  'Hiese  groupw  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  on  the  groxm^  that  the  licensee’s 
application  does  not  present  evidence  to 
support  the  requested  extension  but  that 
an  extension  of  one  month  would  not 
be  opposed. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  deter¬ 
mination  reflected  herein.  It  should  be 
noted  that  in  making  its  determination, 
the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the 
licensee  has  demonstrated  good  cause  for 
an  extensiem,  but  not  for  the  entire 
length  of  time  requested. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time,  the  Northern  States 
Power  Company  states  that  it  does  not 
expect  to  receive  the  ECCS  evaluation 
from  the  NSSS  vendor.  General  Electric 
CcHnpany  (GE),  of  the  Montlcello  Nu¬ 
clear  Generating  Plant  before  July  18, 
1974,  and  the  Company  will  require  ap¬ 
proximately  60  days  to  review  and  pre¬ 
pare  changes  to  the  Technical  Speciflea- 
tions  after  the  ECCS  evaluation  and 
technical  Information  are  received  from 
GK  (GE  has  indicated  the  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  were  transmitted  to 
the  licensee  on  July  18, 1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee's  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
Is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  GK 
Since  the  pn-omulgation  of  the  regula¬ 
tion,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  ^- 
gaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to  develcv 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  157— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  13,  1974 


NOTICES 


29033 


an  AEC  evaluation  model  which  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K  of 
10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been 
underway  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear 
steam  supply  systems  for  light-water 
nuclear  power  reactors.  Including  GE. 
As  the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes  fitHn 
its  efforts,  this  development  work  has 
involved  a  considerable  amount  of  time. 
Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  ex¬ 
perience  and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts 
on  the  part  of  OE  to  develop  adequate 
evaluation  models  and  analyses,  the 
Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the  li¬ 
censee’s  statements  regarding  delay  by 
GE  in  completing  and  submitting  to  it  an 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  consti¬ 
tutes  good  cause  for  an  extaision  of  the 
Augiist  5, 1974  deadline  for  the  submittal 
of  the  Information  required  by  10  C7FR 
50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff,  however,  does 
not  believe  the  licensee  has  justified  an 
extension  of  time  until  September  16, 
1974.  The  Regulatory  staff  has  Independ¬ 
ently  developed  a  schedule  of  the  steps 
and  average  times  that  should  be  suffi¬ 
cient  for  Intemsd  review  by  the  licensee 
after  transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE  evalu¬ 
ation  and  anfdyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all 
licensees  who  have  requested  extensions 
as  well  as  the  Regiilatory  staff’s  own 
views  as  to  the  minimum  time  which 
should  be  required  for  the  licensees  to 
conduct  the  necessary  reviews  and  to 
prepare  the  necessary  information  for 
submittal  to  the  Regulatory  staff.  The 
Regulatory  staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Englneerii^  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and 
analyses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro- 
cediures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and 
nuclear  safety  committee  and  appropri¬ 
ate  company  nuclear  review  cwnmittee. 
(10  days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  Time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE  model  and 
analyses  to  the  licensee.  It  should  be 
noted  that  this  licensee  will  be  required 
to  operate  the  Montlcello  reactor  in 
accordance  with  limitations  of  the  In¬ 
terim  Acceptance  Criteria  for  ECCS 
during  the  period  of  the  time  extension 
granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5, 1974  until  August  22, 1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 
[FR  Doc.74-18458  Filed  fr-12-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-282  and  50-306] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Determination  of  R^uest  for  Extension  of 

Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  much  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECCS 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  iMen  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill).  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii),  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  11,  1974  (39  FR  25532), 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Northern  States  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension  of 
time  until  October  3,  1974,  of  the  sub¬ 
mittal  date  for  the  Prairie  Island  Nu¬ 
clear  Generating  Plant  (Prairie  Island) 
ECC:S  evalution. 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  on  the  grounds  that  the  licensee’s 
application  does  not  present  evidence  to 
support  the  requested  extension  and  that 
the  licensee  should  be  required  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  schedule  of  its  review  process  and 
the  times  required  for  each  task.  The 
Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into  account 
these  comments  in  the  determination 
reflected  herein.  It  has  evaluated  the 
vendor’s  delay  in  submitting  an  ECCS 
model  and  analyses  to  the  licensee  and 
finds  that  this  delay  is  justified.  After 
comparing  the  licensee’s  requested  ex¬ 
tension  to  the  minimum  time  the  Regu¬ 
latory  staff  believes  is  required  by  a  util¬ 
ity  to  review  the  vendor’s  evaluation 
model  and  analyses,  the  Regulatory  staff 
believes  the  licensee  has  shown  good 
cause  for  an  extension  of  time.  The 
staff’s  assessment  of  the  review  time 
required  by  licensees  for  the  evaluation 
model  and  the  preparation  of  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  includes  a  rea¬ 
sonable  level  of  general  involvement  by 
the  licensee  with  the  vendor  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  evaluation  models. 
However,  only  after  completion  of  the 
model  and  the  detailed  calculation  can 
the  bulk  of  the  licensee’s  review  begin. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECXJS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  from 
Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation 
(Westinghouse)  for  Prairie  Island  be¬ 
fore  August  4,  1974.  The  licensee  states 
that  the  company’s  Operations  Commit¬ 
tee  and  Safety  Audit  Committee  must 
review  proposed  changes  to  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  or  operating  license 
that  are  recommended  in  the  Westing¬ 
house  ECCS  analyses.  The  licensee 
states  that  approximately  sixty  days 
will  be  required  to  complete  the  commit¬ 


tee  review  process  and  to  prepare  the 
formal  license  submittal,  including  a 
possible  exemption  request,  after  the 
ECCS  analyses  are  received  from  West¬ 
inghouse.  Westinghouse  has  recently  in¬ 
dicated  that  the  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  would  be  completed  by  August 
2, 1974. 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of 
time  is  the  unavailability  of  the  neces¬ 
sary  evaluation  models  and  analyses 
from  Westinghouse.  Since  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  the  regulation,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  been  engaged  in  a  continuing 
effort  to  develop  an  AEC  evaluation  mod¬ 
el  which  would  meet  the  requirements 
of  Appendix  K  of  10  CFR  Part  50.  A 
similar  effort  has  been  under  way  by  the 
four  vendors  of  nuclear  steam  supply 
systems  for  light-water  nuclear  power 
reactors,  including  Westinghouse.  As  the 
Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its  ef¬ 
forts,  this  development  work  has  involved 
a  considerable  amount  of  time.  Based 
upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  experience 
and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts  on  the 
part  of  Westinghouse  to  develop  adequate 
evaluation  models  and  analyses,  the 
Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the  licen¬ 
see’s  statements  regarding  delay  by 
Westinghouse  in  completing  and  sub¬ 
mitting  to  it  an  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  constitutes  good  cause  for  an 
extension  of  the  August  5,  1974  deadline 
for  the  submittal  of  the  Information 
required  by  10  C?FR  50.46.  The  Regula¬ 
tory  staff,  however,  does  not  believe  the 
licensee  has  justified  an  extension  of 
time  imtil  October  3,  1974.  The  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  has  independently  developed  a 
schedule  of  the  steps  and  average  times 
that  would  be  sufficient  for  internal  re¬ 
view  by  the  licensee  after  transmittal  by 
Westinghouse  of  the  Westinghouse  eval¬ 
uation  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licen¬ 
sees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimiun  time  that  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatorj’ 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  qual¬ 
ity  assmance  review)  of  evaluation  mod¬ 
els — 7  days. 

2.  Preparation  of  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tions  and  revised  operating  procedures — 
14  days. 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee — 10 
days. 

4.  Submit — 4  days. 

Total  time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  thirty-five  days  should  be  granted 
to  the  licensee  commencing  with  the 
date  of  transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of 
the  Westinghouse  model  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee.  It  should  be  noted  Uiat  this 
licensee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Prairie  Island  reactor  In  accordance  with 
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llmitation£  of  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the  period  of 
the  time  extension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations,  the  Director  of  Regula¬ 
tion  has  granted  an  extension  for  the 
above-captioned  facility  which  extends 
the  date  for  compliance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (U) 
from  August  5,  1974,  until  September  6, 
1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edsoh  G.  Case. 

Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

(FB  Doc.74-18466  PUed  8-12-74;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60^85] 

OMAHA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  for 
Submittal  of  Evaluations 
As  required  by  10  CJFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systenas  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension 
of  time  for  submission  of  the  required 
E(X)S  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill).  As 
reqtiired  by  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) ,  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  11.  1974  (39  FR  25532)  that  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  had  received  and 
was  considering  a  request  from  the  Oma¬ 
ha  Public  Power  District  (the  licensee) 
for  an  extension  of  time  until  October  4, 
1974,  of  the  submittal  date  for  the  Fort 
Calhoun  Station,  Unit  No.  1,  ECCJS 
evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  Invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 

the  Earth  and  Cons<^dated  National 
Intervenors.  These  comments  indicate  no 
objection  to  the  granting  of  an  exten¬ 
sion  for  vendor  delay  provided  the  ven¬ 
dor’s  schedule  of  work  is  adequately  jus¬ 
tified. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
accoimt  these  comments  in  the  deter¬ 
mination  refiected  herein.  It  has  evalu¬ 
ated  the  vendor’s  delay  In  submitting  an 
ECC7S  evaluation  model  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee  and  finds  that  this  delay  Is 
justified. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  It 
expects  to  receive  the  E(X:S  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  from  the  NSSS  ven¬ 
dor,  Combustion  Engineering  (CE)  for 
Fort  Calhoun,  Unit  1,  no  later  than  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1974.  (CE  has  now  estimated  the 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  could  be 
submitted  to  the  licensee  as  early  as 
September  2.  1974,  but  no  later  than 
September  23, 1974.)  The  licensee  further 
states  that  when  they  receive  the  evalu¬ 
ation  from  CE  th^  will  review  it  to  as¬ 
sure  that  the  analyses  refiect  facility  and 


fuel  features  peculiar  to  Fort  Calhoun 
Station.  Unit  1,  and  in  addition  prepare 
whatever  proposed  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tion  changes  and  license  amendments 
that  may  be  required,  "niese  proposed 
technical  specification  changes  and  li¬ 
cense  amendments  will  be  reviewed  by 
the  Fort  Calhoim  Plsmt  Supervisor,  the 
District’s  Operations  Manager,  the  Plant 
Review  Committee,  and  the  Safety 
Audit  and  Review  Committee  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  facility’s  Technical 
Specifications. 

It  Is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from  CE. 
Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regulation, 
the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  engaged 
in  a  continuing  effort  to  develop  an  ABC 
evaluati<m  model  which  would  meet  the 
requirements  of  Appendix  K  of  10  CPR 
Pait  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been  under 
way  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear  steam 
supply  systems  fca*  light-water  nuclear 
power  reactors,  including  CK  As  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its  efforts, 
this  development  work  has  involved  a 
considerable  amount  of  time.  Based  upon 
the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  efforts  and  Its 
knowledge  of  the  efforts  on  the  part  of 
CE  to  develop  adequate  evaluation 
models  and  analyses,  the  Regulatory 
staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s  state¬ 
ments  regarding  delay  by  CE  in  ccwnplet- 
Ing  and  submitting  to  It  an  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  constitutes  good 
cause  for  an  extension  of  the  August  5, 
1974  deadline  for  the  submittal  of  the 
information  required  by  10  CFR  50.46. 
The  Regulatory  staff  has  independently 
developed  a  schedule  of  the  steps  and 
average  times  that  should  be  sifflclait 
for  internal  review  by  the  licensee  after 
transmittal  by  CE  of  the  CE  evaluation 
and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  Into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licens¬ 
ees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  Information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  Is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  qual¬ 
ity  assurance  review)  of  evaluatimi  mod¬ 
els  and  analyses — 7  dairs. 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures — 14  days. 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee — 10 
days. 

4.  Submit — 4  days. 

Total  time:  35  days. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  licensee 
estimates  that  It  will  complete  Its  re¬ 
view  of  the  cn  analyses  and  prepare 
whatever  proposed  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tion  changes  and  license  amendments 
that  may  be  required  at  the  same  time 
or  shortly  after  CE  completes  Its  work 
which  Is  now  estimated  to  range  between 
September  2  and  September  23, 1974,  and 


taking  into  accoimt  the  above  schedule, 
the  Regulatory  staff  has  concluded  that 
the  requested  extension  of  time  until 
October  4, 1974,  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee.  It  should  be  noted  that  this 
licensee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Port  Calhoun  reactor  In  accordance  with 
limitations  of  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Criteria  for  E(X;s  during  the  period  of 
the  time  extension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5,  1974,  until  October  4, 
1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.74-18461  PUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-1S3] 

PACinC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 

Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  acdileve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  oner- 
gency  core  cooling  8ystems(  E(X®)  pub¬ 
lished  In  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  BCCB 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation  pur¬ 
suant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) .  As  re¬ 
quired  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) .  a  No¬ 
tice  was  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  11, 1974  (39  FR  25533),  that 
the  Director  of  Reerulatlon  had  received 
and  was  considering  a  request  from  the 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Compcmy  (the 
licensee)  for  an  extenslcm  of  time  until 
March  31, 1975,  of  the  submittal  date  for 
the  Humboldt  Bay  Power  Plant  Unit  3 
(Hmnboldt  Bay)  ECCS  evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  tnvtted  the  submission 
of  views  and  cmnments  by  any  Interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends  of 
the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  on  the  groimds  that  the  licensee’s 
application  does  not  present  evidence  to 
demonstrate  why  the  vendors’  analyses 
are  delayed. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  these 
comments  into  account  in  reaching  its 
determination  refiected  herein.  In  this 
regard,  the  Regulatory  staff  believes  the 
licensee  has  demonstrated  good  cause  for 
an  extension  of  time  to  submit  the  eval¬ 
uation  model  and  analyses. 

In  support  of  Its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time.  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  states  that  It  does  not  expect  to 
receive  the  blowdown  evaluation  from 
the  NSSS  vendor  of  Humboldt  Bay  Unit 
3  before  January  1975;  and  the  fuel 
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heatup  evaluations  from  the  fuel  sup¬ 
pliers  before  February  1975  for  General 
Electric  and  six  we^  following  receipt 
of  the  blowdown  evaluation  (March 
1975)  for  EXXON.  Pacific  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  states  that  the  blowdown  model  must 
be  substantially  modified  for  the  Hiun- 
boldt  Bay  reactor  and  may  require  sepa¬ 
rate  AEG  approval  for  the  blowdown 
evaluation.  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
states  that  the  heatup  transient  models 
must  be  substantially  modified  for  Hum¬ 
boldt  Bay  Unit  3  and  may  require  sep¬ 
arate  AEG  approval  for  each  fuel  sup¬ 
plier.  The  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  staff 
would  review  and  submit  the  evaluations 
after  receiving  the  input  evaluations 
from  the  fuel  suppliers  on  or  before 
March  31. 1975. 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 
blowdown  evaluation  models  from  GE 
and  the  fuel  heatup  analyses  from  GE 
and  EXXON.  Since  the  promulgation  of 
the  regulation,  the  Begiilatory  staff  has 
been  engaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to 
develop  an  AEG  evaluation  model  which 
would  meet  the  requirements  of  Appen¬ 
dix  K  of  10  GPR  Part  50.  A  similar  ef¬ 
fort  has  been  underway  by  the  four 
vendors  of  nuclear  steam  supply  systems 
for  light-water  nuclear  power  reactors, 
including  GE.  As  the  Regulatory  staff 
recognizes  from  its  efforts,  this  develop¬ 
ment  work  has  involved  a  considerable 
amount  of  time. 

Furthermore,  aside  from  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  efforts  by  the  Regulatory  staff 
and  the  vendors  to  derive  an  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  which  would  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  Appendix  K,  the 
Humboldt  Bay  reactor  is  an  older  de¬ 
sign  which  requires  significant  changes 
in  the  evaluation  models  now  being  cal¬ 
culated  for  General  Electric’s  newer  de¬ 
signs.  General  Electric  must  prepare  a 
separate  blowdown  evaluation  model 
which  is  tailored  to  the  Humboldt  Bay 
reactor,  which  will  involve  additional 
time  beyond  the  time  estimated  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  evaluation  models  for 
their  newer  designs.  General  Electric  and 
EXXON  must  prepare  separate  fuel 
heatup  transient  models  following  the 
acceptance  of  the  GE  blowdown  model. 

Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  ex¬ 
perience  and  its  knowledge  of  the  effort 
on  Uie  part  of  GE  to  develop  adequate 
evaluation  models  and  analyses,  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s 
statements  regarding  delay  by  GE  and 
EXXON  in  completing  and  submitting  to 
it  a  blowdown  evaluation  model  and  fuel 
heatup  analyses  constitutes  good  cause 
for  extension  of  the  August  5, 1974  dead¬ 
line  for  the  submittal  of  the  information 
required  by  10  GFR  Section  50.46. 

However,  while  there  may  be  good 
cause  for  tJie  licensee’s  inability  to  sup¬ 
ply  a  complete  evaluation  of  EGGS  per¬ 
formance  in  accordance  with  10  GFR 
Section  50.46  before  March  31,  1975,  the 
Regulatory  staff  believes  that  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  evaluation,  based  on  conservative 
assumptions,  but  not  necessarily  includ¬ 
ing  all  of  the  detail  and  documentation 
called  for  by  Appendix  K,  but  which 
nevertheless  pro^des  a  conservative  as¬ 


sessment  of  EGGS  performance  under 
the  Gommlsslon’s  Acceirtance  Grlteria, 
should  be  provided  by  October  31.  1974. 
The  staff  recognizes  that  simplifying, 
but  conservative,  assmnptlons  must  be 
made  in  order  to  provide  the  evaluation 
by  October  31,  1974,  but  the  submittal 
must  present  details  of  such  assiunp- 
tlons  and  estimates  and  supporting  dlis- 
cussion  to  demonstrate  that  the  prelimi¬ 
nary  evaluation  meets  the  Gommission’s 
acceptance  criteria,  and  include  pro¬ 
posed  operating  limits,  if  any,  required 
to  bring  the  reactor  into  conformity  with 
the  Gommission’s  acceptance  criteria. 

In  addition,  the  licensee  shall  submit 
copies  of  the  final  EGGS  analyses  from 
GE  and  EXXON  inunediately  upon  his 
receipt  of  these  analyses  for  review  by 
the  ^gulatory  staff  concurrent  with  the 
Ucensee’s  review.  The  Regulatory  staff 
believes  that  the  time  requested  by 
EXXON  (6  weeks)  to  submit  the  EGGS 
analysis  to  the  licensee  after  receipt  (ff 
the  GE  blowdown  analysis  is  excessive, 
and  30  calendar  days  should  represent  an 
adequate  time  for  ccunpletion. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  GFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5,  1974,  imtll  March  31, 
1975,  provided  that  (1)  (m  or  before  Oc¬ 
tober  31, 1974,  the  licensee  shall  submit  a 
preliminary  evaluation  of  EGGS  perform¬ 
ance  consistent  with  the  requirements  of 
Appendix  K  although  not  necessarily 
containing  the  full  detail  and  the  full 
documentation  called  for  in  Appendix  K, 
along  with  proposed  license  amendment 
or  Technical  Specification  changes  which 
would  bring  reactor  operation  into  con¬ 
formity  with  the  requirements  of  10  GFR 
50.46  and  (2)  the  licensee  shall  submit 
copies  of  the  final  EGGS  analyses  from 
GE  and  EXXON  immediately  upon  his 
receipt  of  these  analyses.  Upon  submis¬ 
sion  of  the  preliminary  evaluation  of 
EGGS  performance,  the  licensee  shall  op¬ 
erate  within  the  limits  of  such  proposed 
technical  specification  and  all  technical 
specifications  previously  imposed  by  the 
Gommission,  including  the  requirements 
of  the  Interim  Policy  Statement  (36  FR 
12247  as  amended  by  36  FR  24082,  De¬ 
cember  18, 1971) ,  xmless  the  licensee  files 
a  request  for  exemption  from  such  re¬ 
quirements  with  the  Gommission  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  10  C7FR  50.46  and  surfi 
request  Is  granted. 

Dated  in  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Gommission. 

Edson  G.  Gase, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

IPR  Doc.74r-18443  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-333) 

POWER  AUTHORITY  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
NEW  YORK 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compliance 


with  acceptance  criteria  for  emergency 
core  cooling  systems  (EGGS)  published  in 
Appendix  K  to  10  GFR  Part  50,  by  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1874,  unless  an  extension  of  time 
for  submission  of  the  required  EGGS  per- 
formance^valuation  and  proposed  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  has  been  approved  by 
the  Director  of  Regulation  pursuant  to 
10  GFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iil) .  As  required  by 
10  GFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (lii),  a  Notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  10,  1974,  (39  FR  25417)  that  the 
Director  of  Regulation  had  received  and 
was  considering  a  request  from  the  Power 
Authority  of  the  State  of  New  York  (the 
licensee)  for  an  extension  of  time  until 
October  4, 1974,  of  the  submittal  date  for 
the  James  A.  Fitzpatrick  Nuclear  Power 
Plant  (Fitzpatrick)  EGGS  evaluation. 
The  Gommission  hsis  also  received  a  re¬ 
quest  from  the  licensee  for  exemption 
from  the  operating  requirements  of  10 
cm  50.46  (39  FR  25420,  July  10,  1974) . 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  time.  Comments  have  been 
received  from  Friends  of  the  Earth  and 
Consolidated  National  Intervenors.  These 
groups  oppose  the  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  of  time  on  the  grounds 
that  the  licensee’s  application  does  not 
present  evidence  to  support  the  requested 
extension  and  that  the  licensee  should 
be  required  to  submit  a  schedule  of  its 
review  process  and  the  times  required 
for  each  task.  In  addition  they  both  note 
that  the  request  does  not  present  any 
evidence  to  show  how  long  the  licensee’s 
separate  evaluation  of  the  proposed  LPCI 
modification  will  take,  or  whether  it  could 
not  have  been  performed  earlier. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein  and  as  noted  be¬ 
low,  believes  that  there  is  good  cause  for 
the  granting  of  an  extension  of  time.  The 
staff  did  not  consider  in  its  determina¬ 
tion  of  good  cause  the  need  for  additional 
time  in  which  to  file  an  exemption 
request. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that 
it  does  not  expect  to  receive  the  EGGS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  from  the 
General  Electric  Company  (GE)  for  Fitz¬ 
patrick  before  July  24, 1974,  The  licensee 
states  that  review  of  the  GE  EGGS  evalu¬ 
ation  model  and  analyses  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  appropriate  review  groups  both 
within  and  associated  with  the  licensee. 
A  portion  of  this  required  review  will 
proceed  simultaneously  while  the  re¬ 
mainder  must  be  done  in  sequence.  Upon 
termination  of  the  first  cycle  of  the  re¬ 
view  process,  the  results  will  be  trans¬ 
mitted  by  the  licensee  to  GE  for  their 
response.  Based  on  the  GE  response,  a 
second  more  abbreviated  cycle  of  the  re¬ 
view  will  be  initiated  by  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
viewing  groups  and  the  final  evaluation 
model  and  calculation  will  be  prepared. 
The  licensee  will  then  develop  the  neces¬ 
sary  changes  in  proposed  Technical 
Specifications,  make  any  necessary 
changes,  and  revise  the  Rtzpatrick  oper¬ 
ating  and  test  procedures  as  appropriate. 
This  will  be  followed  by  the  Fitzpatrick 
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Nuclear  Safety  and  Operating  Commit¬ 
tee  review  of  the  basic  analyses  and  re¬ 
view  and  approval  of  the  required 
changes  in  the  Technical  Specifications. 
Upon  completion  of  all  of  the  above  re¬ 
views,  the  necessary  documents  will  be 
submitted  to  the  Commission.  The  li¬ 
censee  further  stated  that  the  time  esti¬ 
mated  to  accomplish  the  above  would  be 
seven  weeks  from  the  date  that  GE  sub¬ 
mits  its  evaluation  model  and  analyses. 

In  its  request,  however,  the  licensee 
indicated  that  it  will  submit  an  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  proposed  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications,  which  shall  reflect  a 
proposed  LPCI  modification  and  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  such  modlflcation  on  ECCS 
performance.  The  licensee  is  apparently 
under  the  misapprehension  that  evalu¬ 
ations,  or  requests  for  extensions  and 
exemption  requests,  for  the  ECCS  as  will 
be  modifled.  were  required  by  August  5, 
1974.  This  is  Incorrect.  E^^aluatlons 
and/or  compliance  requirements  for  the 
ECCS  which  will  be  later  modifled  would 
be  required  before  the  ECCS  as  modifled 
could  be  authorized  by  the  Regulatory 
staff. 

However,  evaluations  for  the  present 
ECCS  are  required  by  August  5,  1974, 
The  Regulatory  staff  has  determined 
from  GE  that  the  earliest  date  the  licen¬ 
see  could  obtain  an  ECCS  evaluation 
model  and  analyses  from  GE  for  its  pres¬ 
ent  ECCS  would  be  September  15,  1974. 
Further,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  inde¬ 
pendently  developed  a  schedule  of  Uie 
steps  and  aversige  times  that  should  be 
sufficient  for  internal  review  by  the  licen¬ 
see  after  transmittal  by  GE  of  the  GE 
evaluation  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  accoimt  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licen¬ 
sees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  PreparatiOTi  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  GE  of  the  appr<H>riate 
GE  model  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

However,  as  a  condition  of  such  grant 
of  an  extension  of  time,  the  licensee  must 
submit  to  the  Director  of  Regulation  a 
preliminary  evaluation,  based  on  con¬ 
servative  assiunptlons,  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  including  all  at  the  detail  and  doc¬ 
umentation  called  for  by  Appendix  K. 
but  which  nevertheless  provides  a  con¬ 


servative  assessment  of  ECCS  perform¬ 
ance  under  the  Commission’s  Acceptance 
Criteria.  This  preliminary  evaluation  is 
to  be  provided  by  August  22,  1974.  The 
staff  recognizes  that  simplifying,  but 
conservative,  assumptions  must  be  made 
in  order  to  provide  the  evaluation  by  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1974,  but  the  submittal  must 
present  details  of  such  assumptions  and 
estimates  and  supporting  discussion  to 
demonstrate  that  the  preliminary  evalu¬ 
ation  meets  the  Commission’s  acceptance 
criteria,  and  Include  proposed  operating 
limits,  if  any,  required  to  bring  the  reac¬ 
tor  into  conformity  with  the  Cwnmls- 
sion’s  acceptance  criteria.  On  submission 
of  the  preliminary  evaluation  and  ac- 
compai^ng  operating  restrictions,  the 
licensee  would,  of  course,  have  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  to  the  Commission  a 
request  for  an  exemption  from  these 
operating  restrictions  in  the  Interim 
period  before  the  complete  evaluation  is 
submitted  in  full  conformity  with  10 
CFR  §  50.46,  or  may  request  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  requirement  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  an  evaluation  of  the  present  core 
in  full  conformity  wltti  Appendix  K,  in 
view  of  the  core  changes  which  are  in¬ 
tended  to  achieve  full  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46. 

Accordingly,  based  on  good  cause  as 
stated  above,  the  Director  of  RegiUation 
hereby  grants  an  extension  of  time  to 
the  licensee  which  extends  the  date  for 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  10 
CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11)  untU  October  20, 
1974  provided  that  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1974,  the  licensee  shall  submit 
a  preliminary  evaluation  of  ECCS  per¬ 
formance  consistent  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Appendix  K  although  not  nec¬ 
essarily  containing  the  full  detail  and 
the  full  documentation  called  for  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  K,  along  with  proposed  license 
amendment  or  Technical  Speciflcatlon 
changes  which  woxUd  bring  reactor  op¬ 
eration  into  conformity  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  50.46.  Upon  sub¬ 
mission,  the  licensee  shall  operate 
within  the  limits  of  such  proposed  tech¬ 
nical  specification  and  all  technical 
speciflcatlons  previously  imposed  by  the 
Commission,  Including  the  requirements 
of  the  Interim  Policy  Statement  (36  FJl. 
12247  as  amended.  36  FR  24082,  Decem¬ 
ber  18,  1971),  unless  the  licensee  files  a 
request  for  exemption  from  such  re- 
qffirements  with  the  Commission  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  50.46  and  such  re¬ 
quest  is  granted. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Cask, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 
|FR  Doc.74-18442  PUed  0-12-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-244] 

ROCHESTER  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 


ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required 
E(X;S  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Speciflcatlons  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (Ui) .  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) ,  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  11, 1974,  (39  RF  25533) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Rochester  Gas  and  Electric 
Corporation  (the  licensee)  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  until  August  30, 1974,  of  the 
submittal  date  for  the  R.  E.  Ginna  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plant  (Ginna)  ECCS 
evaluation. 

The  Notice  Invited  the  submission  of 
views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  on  grounds  that  there 
should  be  verification  by  evidence  of  li¬ 
censee’s  commitment  to  give  this  matter 
“highest  priority  in  order  to  minimize 
the  period  of  extension  we  are  seeking,’’ 
and  that  good  cause  should  be  shown  for 
the  vendor’s  delay  and  for  the  failure 
of  the  vendor  and  licensee  to  work  con¬ 
jointly. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  in  the  deter¬ 
mination  reflected  herein.  It  has  evalu¬ 
ated  the  vendor’s  delay  in  submitting  an 
ECCS  evaluation  model  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee  and  finds  that  this  delay  is 
justifled.  After  comparing  the  licensee’s 
requested  extension  to  the  minimum  time 
the  Regulatory  staff  believes  is  required 
by  a  utility  to  review  the  vendor’s  evalu¬ 
ation  model  and  analyses,  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  believes  the  licensee  has  shown 
go(^  cause  for  an  extension  of  time.  The 
staff’s  assessment  of  the  review  time  re¬ 
quired  by  licensees  for  the  evtduation 
model  and  the  preparation  of  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  includes  a  rea¬ 
sonable  level  of  general  Involvement  by 
the  licensee  with  the  vendor  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  evaluati(m  models. 
However,  only  after  completion  of  the 
model  and  the  detailed  calculation  can 
the  bulk  of  the  licensee’s  review  begin. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  from  the 
Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation 
(Westinghouse)  for  Ginna  before  July 
18,  1974;  that  the  licensee’s  engineering 
staff  will  have  to  review  the  evaluation 
in  detail  to  assure  that  the  analyses  re¬ 
flect  facility  and  fuel  features  peculiar  to 
Ginna  and  prepare  whatever  proposed 
technical  specification  changes  and 
amendments  to  the  facility’s  provisional 
operating  license  may  be  required;  that 
a  review  of  the  proposed  changes  or 
amendments  must  be  conducted  by  the 
Plant  Operations  Review  Committee  and 
Nuclear  Safety  Audit  and  Review  Board; 
and  that  a  safety  analysis  of  these 
changes  will  have  to  be  prepared  and 
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reviewed  by  the  organizations  outlined 
above.  The  time  estimated  by  the  li¬ 
censee  to  accomplish  these  tasks  is  six 
weeks  from  the  date  they  receive  the 
Westinghouse  evaluation  model  and 
analyses.  (Westinghouse  has  indicated 
the  evaluation  model  and  analyses  would 
be  submitted  to  the  licensee  on  August  2, 
1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of 
time  is  the  unavailability  of  the  neces¬ 
sary  evaluation  models  and  analyses 
from  Westinghouse.  Since  the  promul¬ 
gation  of  the  regulation,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  been  engaged  in  a  continuing 
effort  to  develop  an  AEC  evaluation 
model  which  would  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Appendix  K  of  10  CFR  Part  50. 

A  similar  effort  has  been  underway  by 
the  four  vendors  of  nuclear  steam  sup¬ 
ply  systems  for  light-water  nuclear 
power  reactors,  including  Westinghouse. 

As  the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from 
its  efforts,  this  development  work  has  in¬ 
volved  a  considerable  amount  of  time. 
Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
efforts  and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts 
on  the  part  of  Westinghouse  to  develop 
adequate  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses,  the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that 
the  licensee’s  statements  regarding  delay 
by  Westinghouse  in  completing  and  sub¬ 
mitting  to  it  an  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  constitutes  good  cause  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Augiist  5,  1974  deadline 
for  the  submittal  of  the  information  re¬ 
quired  by  10  CFR  50,46.  The  Regulatory 
staff  has  independently  developed  a 
schedule  of  the  steps  and  average  times 
that  should  be  sufficient  for  internal  re¬ 
view  by  the  licensee  after  transmittal  by 
Westinghouse  of  the  Westinghouse  eval¬ 
uation  and  analyses  to  the  licensee.  This 
schedule  takes  into  account  the  review 
schedules  submitted  by  all  licensees  who 
have  requested  extensions  as  well  as  the 
Regulatory  staff’s  own  views  as  to  the 
minimum  time  which  should  be  required 
for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the  neces¬ 
sary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the  neces¬ 
sary  information  for  submittal  to  the 
Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory  staff’s 
schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  Q/A 
review)  of  eval\iation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  Time;  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  ccanmencing  August  2,  1974,  the 
date  of  transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of 
the  Westinghouse  model  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee.  It  should  be  noted  that  this 
licensee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Oinna  reactor  in  accordance  with  lim¬ 
itations  of  the  Interim  Acceptance  Cri¬ 
teria  for  ECCS  during  the  period  of  the 
time  extension  granted  herein. 


Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee 
which  extends  the  date  for  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  10  Cm  50.46 
(a)  (2)  (11)  from  August  5,  1974,  vmtil 
September  6,  1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-18446  PUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-206] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Determination  Regarding  Request  for  Var¬ 
iance  From  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Criteria 

By  letters  dated  September  30,  1971, 
December  29,  1971,  May  12,  1972,  and 
January  31,  1973,  the  Southern  Califor¬ 
nia  Edison  Company  (licensee)  sub¬ 
mitted  the  results  of  its  analysis  for  San 
Onofre  Nuclear  Generating  Station  Unit 
1  reactor  (SO-1)  to  demonstrate  that 
the  Emergency  Core  Cooling  System 
(ECCS)  in  this  faciUty  complies  with  the 
Interim  Acceptance  Criteria  (lAC)  for 
Emergency  Core  Cooling  Systems  for 
Light- Water  Reactors  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  Interim  Policy  Statement 
(36  FR  12247,  June  29,  1971).  In  a  letter 
to  the  licensee  dated  March  6,  1974,  the 
AEC  indicated  that  the  SO-1  ECCS 
meets  the  performance  criteria  of  the 
LAC  assuming  the  availability  of  offsite 
power.  Recently,  as  a  result  of  additional 
evaluation,  the  staff  determined  that 
compliance  with  the  lAC  for  SO-1  re¬ 
quires  that  LAC  performance  criteria 
be  met  Independently  of  offsite  power 
availability  and  that,  therefore,  the  SO-1 
ECCS  does  not  fully  comply  with  the 
lAC.  On  June  28,  1974,  after  Notice  had 
been  given  as  to  consideration  of  a  var¬ 
iance  (39  FR  20835)  and  having  received 
no  comments,  the  Director  of  Regulation 
issued  a  determination  (39  FR  24942)  ex¬ 
tending  the  July  1,  1974  date  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  lAC  to  August  5,  1974. 
The  purpose  of  this  extension  of  time 
was  to  permit  consideration  by  the  ^g- 
ulatory  staff  of  all  requests  submitted 
by  other  licensees  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  lAC  and  10  CFR  50.46  for 
variances  or  extensions  of  time  from 
the  provisions  of  the  lAC  or  10  CFR 
50.46  to  assure  uniform  and  consistent 
treatment  of  all  ECCS  evaluations.  The 
interim  determination  stated  that  a  final 
determination  would  be  made  by  August 
5, 1974,  as  to  whether  a  further  variance 
should  be  granted. 

Assuming  the  availability  of  offsite 
power,  the  SO-1  ECCS  fully  meets  the 
LAC.  However,  SO-1  does  not  have  emer¬ 
gency  onsite  power  generating  capacity 
capable  of  powering  the  E<x:S.  There¬ 
fore,  In  the  extremely  unlikely  event  of 
a  LOCA  and  the  simultaneous  loss  of  off¬ 
site  power,  the  ECCS  would  not  be  avail¬ 
able  to  ameliorate  the  consequences  of 


the  accident.  The  Regulatory  staff  has 
reviewed  the  existing  offsite  power  sys¬ 
tem  and  considers  it  very  reliable.  Plant 
operating  experience  since  1967  supports 
this  conclusion. 

The  licensee  has  proposed  a  standby 
power  system  to  meet  onsite  emergency 
power  requirements  for  Uie  SO-1  ECCS. 
The  addition  of  standby  power  and  all 
necessary  accompanying  modifications 
are  scheduled  for  completion  October  1, 
1976.  Either  of  the  two  large  diesel  gen¬ 
erators  proposed  will  have  sufficient  ca¬ 
pacity  to  meet  ECCS  performance  re¬ 
quirements.  The  new  onsite  emergency 
power  system  will  meet  all  current  regu¬ 
latory  requirements.  Minor  modifications 
will  be  made  to  the  existing  ECCS  sys¬ 
tem  in  conjunction  with  installation  of 
the  new  onsite  emergency  power  system 
to  assure  that  it  will  perform  properly 
when  it  is  powered  by  the  emergency 
power  system. 

The  Regulatory  staff  considers  the  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1976  completion  date  reason¬ 
able  considering  the  long  lead  times  im¬ 
posed  by  the  large  size  diesel  generators 
required  (7000  kW)  and  structural  re¬ 
quirements  imposed  by  seismic  consider¬ 
ations  peculiar  to  the  plant  location.  The 
licensee  has  indicated  its  Intention  to 
expedite  the  installation  and,  if  possible, 
to  improve  the  completion  dates. 

The  Regulatory  staff,  in  conjunction 
with  the  licensee,  has  explored  measures 
that  would  further  reduce  the  likelihood 
of  a  LOCA  and  would  further  increase 
the  reliability  of  offsite  power  during  the 
period  of  time  until  the  onsite  power 
system  is  installed.  By  letter  dated  July 
24,  1974,  the  licensee  has  agreed  to  the 
following  measures: 

(1)  The  licensee  already  has  in  effect 
an  augmented  inservice  inspection  pro¬ 
gram  involving  volumetric  inspection  of 
the  reactor  coolant  system  pressure 
boundary  at  more  frequent  Intervals 
than  required  by  the  applicable  code 
(ASME  Boiler  and  Pressure  Vessel  Code, 
Section  XI).  During  the  period  of  this 
variance,  the  increased  surveillance  in¬ 
spection  frequency  will  be  required  to 
include  all  lines  for  which,  if  they  failed, 
LAC  requirements  would  not  be  met  with¬ 
out  offsite  power. 

(2)  Limits  on  permissible  reactor  cool¬ 
ant  system  leakage  during  reactor  oper¬ 
ation  will  also  be  modified  to  reduce 
permissible  leakage  from  Identified  leak¬ 
age  sources  from  6  gpm  to  4  gpm. 

This  will  provide  additional  assurance 
that  incipient  large  size  pipe  failure  will 
be  recognized  early  enough  to  take 
remedial  action. 

(3)  The  number  of  independent  off¬ 
site  power  lines  required  to  be  operable 
during  reactor  operation  will  be  in¬ 
creased  from  two  to  three. 

(4)  By  special  pre-arrangement,  uti¬ 
lizing  Southern  California  Edison  Com¬ 
pany’s  facilities  as  well  as  facilities  of 
other  utilities,  procedures  will  be  de¬ 
veloped  to  restore  offsite  power  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  high  priority  any  time  offsite  pow¬ 
er  to  SO-1  is  lost. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  concluded 
that  there  is  good  cause  for  the  granting 
of  a  variance  until  October  1,  1^76;  and 
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considering:  (1)  the  extreme  low  prob- 
abllltj  of  a  LOCA  occurrlDg  simultane¬ 
ously  with  a  loss  erf  offsite  power,  and  (2) 
the  capability  (rf  detecting  primary  cool¬ 
ant  system  leaks  or  system  defects  by 
leak  detection  monitoring  and  inservlce 
inspection  prior  to  the  occiurence  of  a 
significant  primary  system  pipe  break, 
we  have  concluded  that  there  is  reason¬ 
able  assurance  that  granting  such  a  vari¬ 
ance  will  not  adversely  affect  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

Accordingly,  a  variance  from  the  lAC 
conformance  date  of  August  5,  1974,  to 
no  later  than  October  1,  1976,  is  hereby 
granted  to  permit  reactor  operation 
while  making  the  necessary  modifica¬ 
tions  to  the  San  Onofre  Unit  1  reactor. 

This  variance  is  subject  to  a  require¬ 
ment  that  the  licensee  report  period¬ 
ically,  but  not  less  than  once  every  three 
months  commencing  with  the  date  of 
this  Determinaton,  to  the  Director  ot 
Regulation  its  efforts  in  attempting  to 
achieve  compliance  with  the  lAC.  Should 
these  reports  reveal  that  the  licensee  is 
not  ptxrsuing  such  compliance  in  a  rea¬ 
sonably  diligent  manner,  the  variance 
may  be  subject  to  revocation. 

As  noted  above,  this  vaulance  is  also 
subject  to  the  following  conditions  as 
described  in  the  licensee’s  letter  dated 
July  24.  1974: 

(1)  Expansion  of  the  existing  aug¬ 
mented  inservlce  inspection  program  to 
include  adl  lines  for  w'hlch,  if  they  failed, 
lAC  requirements  would  not  be  met  with¬ 
out  offsite  power. 

(2)  Limitation  of  permissible  reactor 
coolant  system  leakage  from  identified 
sources  during  reawitor  operatiem  to  no 
more  than  4  gpm. 

(3)  Increase  of  the  number  of  inde¬ 
pendent  offsite  power  lines  required  to 
be  operable  during  reactor  operation 
from  two  to  three. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

L.  Manning  Mtintzing, 
Director  of  Regulation. 

[FR  Doc.74-18434  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-271] 

VERMONT  YANKEE  NUCLEAR  POWER 
CORP. 

Determination  of  R^uest  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECCS 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iU).  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill),  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  11. 1974  (39  FR  25533) ,  that 
the  Director  of  Regulation  had  received 
and  was  considering  a  request  from 


Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Corpo¬ 
ration  (the  licensee)  for  an  extension 
of  time  until  November  4,  1974,  of  the 
submittal  date  for  the  Vermont  Yankee 
Nuclear  Power  Station  (Vermont 
Yankee)  ECCS  evaluation. 

The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  on  the  grounc^  that  the  licensee’s 
application  does  not  present  evidence  to 
support  the  requested  extension  and  that 
if  the  licensee  believes  as  indicated  that 
Vermont  Yankee  is  already  derated  by 
other  circumstances  to  be  in  compliance, 
it  need  not  ask  for  an  extension  to  effec¬ 
tuate  compliance  measures. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
account  these  comments  and.  as  noted 
below,  believes  that  there  is  good  cause 
for  an  extension  of  time,  but  not  for  the 
entire  length  of  time  requested. 

In  support  of  its  requ^  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time,  Vermont  Yankee  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Corporation  states  that  it 
will  not  exceed  the  power  level  of  85 
percent  predicted  by  a  preliminary  eval¬ 
uation  from  the  Gene^  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (GE)  of  the  Vermont  Yankee  fa¬ 
cility  to  meet  the  Pinal  ECCS  acceptance 
criteria.  At  present,  the  Vermont  Yankee 
facility  is  operating  at  80  percent  of  rated 
power  and  will  remain  at  or  below  that 
power  level  until  reactor  shutdown  for 
core  replacement  (scheduled  for  Sep¬ 
tember  27,  1974).  Vermont  Yankee  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Corporation  states  that  the 
new  ECCS  criteria  will  be  satisfied  at  100 
percent  rated  power  by  the  replacement 
8X8  core  using  a  modified  ECCS  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  reactor  core  refiooding 
times.  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power 
Corporation  proposed  to  operate  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Yankee  core  at  80  percent  of  rated 
power  during  the  Interim  period  to  satisfy 
the  final  ECCS  criteria  prior  to  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  modified  ECCS  and  the  re¬ 
placement  core.  Prior  to  startup  follow¬ 
ing  the  refueling  outage  in  October- 
November  1974,  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear 
Power  Corporation  would  provide  the 
required  ECCS  analysis. 

In  its  request  the  licensee  indicated 
that  it  will  subirUt  proposed  technical 
specifications  changes  reflecting  neces¬ 
sary  modifications,  to  assure  full  com- 
pliance  with  the  requirements  of  10  CFR 
50.46  using  a  new  8x8  fuel  configuration, 
which  will  be  installed  at  the  next  sched¬ 
uled  outage  estimated  to  commence  at 
the  end  of  September  1974,  but  which 
may  be  extended  due  to  severe  electrical 
generation  deficiencies.  ’The  licensee  is 
apparently  under  the  misapprehension 
that  evaluations,  or  requests  for  exten¬ 
sions  and  exemption  requests,  for  the 
core  that  would  be  installed  by  the  end 
of  September,  were  required  by  August  5, 
1974.  ’This  is  incorrect.  Evaluations  and/ 
or  compliance  requirements  for  a  future 
core,  would  be  required  before  such  fu¬ 
ture  core  could  be  authorized  by  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff. 


However,  evaluations  for  the  core  as 
presently  constituted  are  required  by 
August  5,  1974.  ’The  Regulatory  staff  has 
determined  from  GE  that  the  earliest 
date  that  the  licensee  could  obtain  an 
E(X)S  evaluation  model  and  analyses 
from  GE  for  its  present  core  would  be 
September  15, 1974.  Further,  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  has  independently  developed  a 
schedule  of  the  steps  and  average  times 
that  should  be  sufficient  for  internal  re¬ 
view  by  the  licensee  after  transmittal  by 
GE  of  the  GE  evaluation  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions 
as  well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own 
views  as  to  the  minimum  time  which 
should  be  required  for  the  licensees  to 
conduct  the  necessary  reviews  and  to 
prepare  the  necessary  information  for 
submittal  to  the  Regulatory  staff.  The 
Regulatory  staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows : 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  qual¬ 
ity  assurance  review)  of  evaluation 
models  and  analyses — 7  days. 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures — 14  days. 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
cMnpany  nuclear  review  committee — 10 
days. 

4.  Submit — 4  days. 

Total  time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  may  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  with  the  date  of 
transmittal  by  GE  of  the  appropriate 
GE  model  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

Apparently,  the  licensee  has  certain 
preliminary  evaluations  available  from 
the  General  Electric  Company,  since  the 
licensee  included  preliminary  linear  heat 
generation  rate  limits  (MAPLHGR 
Curves)  for  compliance  with  the  new 
criteria.  It  appears  also  from  the  licens¬ 
ee’s  request  t^t  no  fiulher  restrictions 
on  operating  limits  beyond  those  pres- 
aitly  applicable  to  the  reactor.  Would 
be  required  to  ccxnply  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  acceptance  criteria,  based  on 
the  licensee’s  preliminary  evaluation. 
Since  sufficient  information  related  to 
this  preliminary  evaluation  has  not  been 
submitted,  this  cannot  be  verified  by  the 
staff.  Accordingly,  the  Director  of  Reg¬ 
ulation  is  requiring,  as  a  condition  of  the 
grant  of  the  extension  of  time,  that  a 
preliminary  evaluation,  which  does  not 
contain  all  of  the  detail  of  an  evaluation 
conforming  to  Appendix  K  but  which 
nevertheless  provides  a  conservative  as¬ 
sessment  of  ECCS  performance  under  the 
Commission’s  acceptance  criteria,  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  August  22,  1974, 
along  with  proposed  operating  limits,  if 
any,  required  to  bring  the  reactor  into 
conformity  with  the  Commission’s  ac¬ 
ceptance  criteria  during  the  interim  pe¬ 
riod  before  the  complete  evaluation  is 
submitted  or  before  the  next  scheduled 
outage  at  vdilch  the  reactor  modifications 
to  achieve  full  compliance  are  proposed 
to  be  made. 
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With  respect  to  the  preUminary  evalu¬ 
ation,  the  staff  recognizes  that  simplify¬ 
ing,  but  conservative,  assumptions  must 
be  made  in  order  to  provide  the  evalu¬ 
ation  by  August  22,  1974,  but  the  sub¬ 
mittal  must  present  details  of  such  as¬ 
sumptions  and  estimates  and  supporting 
discussion  to  demonstrate  that  the  pre¬ 
liminary  evaluation  meets  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  acceptance  criteria,  and  include 
proposed  operating  limits,  if  any,  re¬ 
quired  to  bring  the  reactor  into  con¬ 
formity  with  the  Commission’s  accept¬ 
ance  criteria. 

On  submission  of  the  preliminary 
evaluation  and  accompanying  operating 
restrictions,  the  licensee  would,  of  course, 
have  the  opportimity  to  submit  to  the 
Commission  a  request  for  an  exemption 
from  these  operating  restrictions  in  the 
interim  period  before  the  complete  evalu¬ 
ation  is  submitted  in  full  conformity  with 
10  CFR  50.46,  or  may  request  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  requirement  for  submission 
of  an  evaluation  of  the  present  core  in 
full  conformity  with  Appendix  K,  in  view 
of  the  pending  core  changes  which  are 
Intended  to  achieve  full  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46  at 
full  power. 

Accordingly,  based  on  good  cause  as 
stated  above,  the  Director  of  Regula¬ 
tion  hereby  grants  an  extension  of  time 
to  the  licensee  which  extends  the  date 
for  compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (U)  until  October 
20,  1974,  provided  that  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1974,  the  licensee  shall  submit 
a  preliminary  evaluation  of  ECCS  per¬ 
formance  consistent  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Appendix  K  although  not  nec¬ 
essarily  containing  the  full  detail  and 
the  full  docmnentatlon  called  for  In  Ap¬ 
pendix  K,  along  with  proposed  license 
amendment  or  Technical  Specification 
changes  which  would  bring  reactor  <mer- 
atlon  Into  conformity  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  10  CFR  9  50.46.  Upon  submis¬ 
sion,  the  licensee  shall  operate  within 
the  limits  of  such  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  all  Technical  Specifi¬ 
cations  previously  Imposed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  including  the  requirements  of 
the  Interim  Policy  Statement  (36  FR 
12247  as  amended,  36  FR  24082,  Decem¬ 
ber  18,  1971).  unless  the  licensee  files  a 
request  for  exemption  from  such  require¬ 
ments  with  the  Commission  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  10  CFR  50.46,  and  such  request 
is  granted. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

|PR  Doc.74-18444  Piled  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-280  and  60-281] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2) 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 


gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  po¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50 
by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECCS 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation  pur¬ 
suant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) .  As  re¬ 
quired  by  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii),  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  10,  1974  (39  FR  25418),  that  the 
Director  of  Regulation  had  received  and 
was  considering  a  request  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  Electric  and  Power  Company  (the 
licensee)  for  an  extension  of  time  until 
September  4,  1974,  of  the  submittal  date 
for  the  ECCS  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  for  Surry  Power 
Station,  Units  1  and  2.  The  licensee  has 
requested  an  exemption  from  the  operat¬ 
ing  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46;  the 
Commission  is  considering  this  request 
for  an  exemption  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  10,  1974,  a  no¬ 
tice  to  this  effect  (39  FR  25421.) 

The  Notice  of  Request  for  Extension 
Invited  submission  of  views  and  com¬ 
ments  by  any  Interested  persons  on  the 
licensee’s  request.  Comments  have  been 
received  from  Friends  of  the  Earth  and 
Consolidated  National  Intervenors.  These 
groups  do  not  oppose  this  extension  pro¬ 
vided  that  good  cause  is  shown  for  the 
vendor’s  delay  and  for  the  failure  of  the 
vendor  and  licensee  to  work  conjointly. 
However,  they  do  oppose  any  further  ex¬ 
tension  merely  for  the  sake  of  making  a 
timely  filing  of  a  request  for  an  exemp¬ 
tion  without  a  good  cause  showing  that 
the  exemption  will  be  needed. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  into 
accoimt  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein.  The  Regulatory 
staff  has  evaluated  the  vendors’  delay 
in  submitting  an  ECCS  evaluation  model 
and  analyses  to  the  licensee  and  finds 
that  this  delay  is  justified.  After  com¬ 
paring  the  licensee’s  requested  extension 
to  the  minimum  time  the  staff  believes 
is  required  by  a  utility  to  review  the 
vendor’s  evaluation  model  and  analyses, 
the  Regulatory  staff  believes  the  licensee 
has  shown  good  cause  for  an  extension 
of  time.  The  staff’s  assessment  of  the 
review  time  required  by  licensees  for  the 
evaluation  model  and  the  preparation  of 
proposed  Technical  Specifications  in¬ 
cludes  a  reasonable  level  of  general  in¬ 
volvement  by  the  licensee  with  the 
vendor  in  the  development  of  the  evalua¬ 
tion  models.  However,  only  after  comple¬ 
tion  of  tile  model  and  the  detailed  cal¬ 
culation  can  the  bulk  of  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
view  begin.  It  should  be  noted,  however, 
that  in  making  this  determination,  no 
account  was  taken  of  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  for  an  exemption. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  It 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS  eval- 
ulatlon  frmn  the  NSSS  vendor  (Westing- 
house)  of  Surry  Units  1  and  2  before 
July  20,  1974;  that  licensee’s  central  of¬ 
fice  staff  (specifically,  members  of  the 
Production  Services  Group,  the  Nuclear 
Operations  Group,  the  licensing  Group, 
and  the  Nuclear  Fuel  Design  and  Opera¬ 


tion  Group) ,  as  well  as  the  Surry  station 
staff,  must  review  those  analyses;  that 
review  of  such  analyses  may  reveal  that 
modifications  of  the  analyses  are  re¬ 
quired;  that  following  the  review  of 
Westinghouse’s  basic  analyses,  the  Surry 
station  staff  and  Virginia  Electric  and 
Power  Company’s  central  office  person¬ 
nel  will  review  the  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tions  in  detail,  make  any  necessary 
changes,  and  revise  station  operating  and 
test  procedures  as  appropriate;  that  the 
Station  Nuclear  Safety  and  Operating 
Committee  must  review  the  basic  analy¬ 
ses  and  review  and  approve  the  required 
changes  in  the  Technical  Specifications; 
and  that  upon  completion  of  all  of  the 
above  reviews,  the  necessary  documents 
must  be  reproduced  and  submitted  to  the 
Commission.  The  time  estimated  by  Vir¬ 
ginia  Electric  and  Power  Company  to 
accomplish  these  tasks  is  seven  weeks 
from  the  date  that  Westinghouse  submits 
its  evaluation  model  and  analyses. 
(Westinghouse  has  Indicated  the  evalua¬ 
tion  model  and  analyses  would  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  licensee  on  August  2, 1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  the  unavailabihty  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from 
Westinghouse.  Since  the  promulgation  of 
the  regulation  the  Regulatory  staff  has 
been  engaged  in  a  contlnidng  effort  to 
develop  an  AEC  evaluation  model  which 
would  meet  the  requirements  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  K  of  10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar 
effort  has  been  underway  by  the  four 
vendors  of  nuclear  steam  supply  systems 
for  light-water  nuclear  power  reactors, 
including  Westinghouse.  As  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  recognizes  from  its  efforts,  this 
development  work  has  involved  a  con¬ 
siderable  amount  of  time.  Based  upon 
the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  efforts  and  its 
knowledge  of  the  efforts  on  the  part  of 
Westinghouse  to  develop  adequate  evalu¬ 
ation  models  and  analyses,  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s 
statements  regarding  delay  by  Westing¬ 
house  in  completing  and  submitting  to  it 
an  evaluation  model  and  analyses  consti¬ 
tutes  good  cause  for  an  extension  of  the 
August  5,  1974,  deadline  for  the  sub¬ 
mittal  of  the  Information  required  by  10 
CFR  50.46.  The  Regulatory  staff  has  in¬ 
dependently  developed  a  schedule  of  the 
steps  and  average  times  that  should  be 
sufficient  for  internal  review  by  the  li¬ 
censee  after  transmittal  by  Westinghouse 
of  the  Westinghouse  evaluation  and  anal¬ 
yses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licens¬ 
ees  who  have  requested  extensions  as  well 
as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views  as 
to  the  minimum  time  which  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  anal¬ 
yses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  pr(^x)6ed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  (derating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 
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3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extenslcm  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  August  2,  1974,  the 
date  of  transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of 
the  Westinghouse  model  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee.  It  should  be  noted  that  this 
licensee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Surry  1  and  2  reactors  in  accordance 
with  limitations  of  the  Interim  Accept¬ 
ance  Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the  period 
of  the  time  extension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shewn, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  Information  for  submittal  to 
the  negatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  anal¬ 
yses,  (7  days) 

2.  Pr^aration  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  Submit  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension  of 
time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to  the 
licensee  commencing  August  2,  1974,  the 
date  of  transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of 
the  Westinghouse  model  and  analyses  to 
the  licensee.  It  should  be  noted  that  this 
licensee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Surry  1  and  2  reactors  in  accordance 
with  limitations  of  the  Interim  Accept¬ 
ance  (Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the  period 
of  the  time  extension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regvilatlon  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CiTR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5,  1974,  imtll  September  6, 
1974. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
5th  day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Eoson  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

(FR  Doc.74-18445  Piled  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  50-266,  50-301] 

WISCONSIN  MICHIGAN  AND  WISCONSIN 
ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(3). 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  crltoia  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (TCCS)  pirt>- 


lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
by  August  5,  1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required  ECCS 
performance  evaluation  and  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ill) .  As 
required  by  10  C!PR  50.46(a)  (2)  (iii) ,  a 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  cm  July  11,  1974  (39  FR  25534) 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Wisconsin  Michigan  and  Wis¬ 
consin  Electric  Power  Company  (the  li¬ 
censee)  for  an  extension  of  time  until 
September  17,  1974,  of  the  submittal  date 
for  the  Point  Beach  Nuclear  Plant,  Units 
1  and  2  E(X^  evaluation. 

The  Notice  invited  the  submission  of 
views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Intervenors.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  on  the  grounds  that  the  licensee’s 
application  does  not  present  evidence  to 
support  their  requested  60  days  review 
beyond  the  vendor’s  delivery  of  the  ECCS 
analyses. 

The  Regiilatory  staff  has  taken  into 
accoimt  these  comments  in  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein.  After  comparing 
the  licensee’s  requested  extension  to  the 
minimum  time  the  Regulatory  staff  be¬ 
lieves  is  required  by  a  utility  to  review 
the  vendor’s  evaluatlcm  model  and 
analyses,  the  Regulatory  staff  believes 
the  licensee  has  shown  good  cause  for  an 
extension  of  time,  but  not  lot  the  entire 
length  of  time  requested. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  Wisconsin  Michigan  and 
Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Company 
states  that  it  does  not  expect  to  receive 
the  ECX)S  evaluation  from  the  NSSS 
vendor  (Westinghouse)  of  Point  Beach 
Units  1  and  2  before  mid- July  1974;  that 
its  staff  must  review  those  analyses; 
that  review  of  such  analyses  may  reveal 
that  modifications  of  the  analyses  are 
required;  that  following  the  review  of 
Westinghouse’s  basic  analyses,  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Michigan  and  Wisconsin  Electric 
Power  Cwnpany  staff  will  review  the 
Technical  Specifications  in  detail,  make 
any  necessary  changes,  and  revise  sta¬ 
tion  operating  and  test  procedures  as 
appropriate;  that  its  OfiS-Site  Review 
Committee  must  review  the  basic  anal¬ 
yses  and  review  and  approve  the  required 
changes  in  the  Technical  Specifications; 
and  that  upem  completion  of  all  of  the 
above  reviews,  the  necessary  documents 
must  be  reproduced  and  submitted  to  the 
Commission.  The  additional  time  esti¬ 
mated  by  Wisconsin  Michigan  and  Wis¬ 
consin  Electric  Power  Company  to  ac¬ 
complish  these  tasks  is  60  days  from 
receipt  of  the  ECCS  smalyses  from 
Westinghouse.  (Westinghouse  has  now 
Indicated  the  evaluation  model  and 
analyses  will  be  submitted  to  the  licensee 
on  August  2, 1974.) 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
Is  the  unavailability  of  the  necessary 


evaluation  models  and  analyses  from 
Westinghouse.  Since  the  promulgation 
of  the  regulation  the  Regulatory  staff 
has  been  engaged  in  a  continuing  effort 
to  develop  an  AEC  evaluation  model 
which  would  meet  the  requirements  of 
Appendix  K  of  10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar 
effort  has  been  underway  by  the  four 
vendors  of  nuclear  steam  supply  systems 
for  light-water  nuclear  power  reactors, 
including  Westinghouse.  As  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  recognizes  from  its  efforts,  this 
development  work  has  involved  a  con¬ 
siderable  amount  of  time.  Based  upon 
the  Regulatory  staff’s  experience  and  its 
knowledge  of  the  efforts  on  the  part  of 
Westinghouse  to  develop  adequate  evalu¬ 
ation  models  and  analyses,  ^e  Regxila- 
tory  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s 
statements  regarding  delay  by  Westing¬ 
house  in  completing  and  sulxnitting  to  it 
an  evaluation  model  and  analyses  con¬ 
stitutes  good  cause  for  an  extension  of 
the  August  5, 1974,  deadline  fexr  the  sub¬ 
mittal  of  the  information  required  by 
10  CFR  50.46.  The  Reg;ulatory  staff, 
however,  does  not  believe  the  licensee 
has  justified  an  extenslmi  of  time  imtil 
SeptCTiber  17,  1974.  The  RegiUatory 
staff  has  independently  develcH^ed  a 
schedule  of  the  st^s  and  average  times 
that  should  be  sufBcient  for  Internal  re¬ 
view  by  the  licensee  after  transmittal  by 
Westiiighouse  of  their  evaluation  and 
analyses  to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  li¬ 
censees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  shovild  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  information  for  sub^ttal  to 
the  ..Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A 
review)  of  evaluation  models  and  analy¬ 
ses.  (7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro¬ 
cedures.  (14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  smd  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
company  nuclear  review  committee.  (10 
days) 

4.  SulMnlt  (4  days) 

Total  time:  35  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  an  extension 
of  time  of  35  days  should  be  granted  to 
the  licensee  commencing  with  the  date 
of  transmittal  by  Westinghouse  of  the 
Westinghouse  model  and  analyses  to  the 
licensee.  It  should  be  noted  that  this  li¬ 
censee  will  be  required  to  operate  the 
Point  Beach  reactors  in  accordance  with 
limitations  of  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Ch-iteria  for  ECCS  during  the  period  of 
the  time  extension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cr.use  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (11) 
from  August  5,  1974,  until  September  6, 
1974. 
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Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 

Edson  O.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 
[FR  Doc.74-18455  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-306] 

WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CORP.,  WIS¬ 
CONSIN  POWER  AND  LIGHT  COMPANY, 
MADISON  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  COM¬ 
PANY 

Determination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submittal  of  Evaluations 

In  the  matter  of  Wisconsin  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Corp.,  Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Co,, 
and  Madison  Gas  and  Electric  Co, 

As  required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)(2), 
certain  licensees  must  achieve  compli¬ 
ance  with  acceptance  criteria  for  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  systems  (ECCS)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Appendix  K  to  10  CTR  Part  50, 
by  August  5, 1974,  unless  an  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  the  required 
ECXTS  performance  evaluation  and  pro¬ 
posed  Technical  Specifications  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Regulation 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (111) .  As 
required  by  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (111) ,  a 
Notice  was  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  11,  1974  (39  FR  25534), 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  had  re¬ 
ceived  and  was  considering  a  request 
from  the  Wisconsin  Public  Service  Cor- 
poratlcm  (representing  the  licensees)  for 
a  thirty-one  day  extension  of  time  (tmtll 
September  5, 1974) ,  of  the  submittal  date 
for  the  Kewaimee  Nuclear  Power  Plant 
(Kewaunee)  E(X:S  evaluation. 

The  Notice  invited  the  submission  of 
views  and  comments  by  any  Interested 
persons  on  the  licensee’s  request.  Com¬ 
ments  have  been  received  from  Friends 
of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National 
Interveners.  These  groups  oppose  the 
granting  of  the  requested  extension  of 
time  on  the  grounds  that  the  licensee’s 
application  does  not  present  evidence  to 
support  the  requested  extension  and  that 
the  licensee  should  be  required  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  six-week  review  period,  show 
good  cause  for  vendor  delay,  and  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  It  could  not  work  in  paral¬ 
lel  with  the  vendor. 

The  Regulatory  staff  has  taken  Into 
account  these  comments  In  the  determi¬ 
nation  reflected  herein.  It  has  evaluated 
the  vendor’s  delay  In  submitting  an 
ECCS  model  and  analyses  to  the  licens¬ 
ee  and  finds  that  this  delay  is  justified. 
After  comparing  the  licensee’s  requested 
extension  to  the  minimum  time  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  believes  Is  required  by  a 
utility  to  review  the  vendor’s  evaluation 
model  and  analyses,  the  Regulatory  staff 
believes  the  licensee  has  shown  good 
cause  for  an  extension  of  time.  The 
staff’s  assessment  of  the  review  time  re¬ 
quired  by  licensees  for  the  evaluation 
model  and  the  preparation  of  proposed 
Technical  Specifications  Includes  a  rea¬ 
sonable  lev^  of  general  Involvonent  by 
the  licensee  with  the  vendor  In  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  evaluation  models. 


NOTICES 

However,  only  after  completion  of  the 
model  and  the  detailed  calculation  can 
the  bulk  of  the  licensee’s  review  begin. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  from  the 
Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation 
(Westinghouse)  for  Kewaunee  before 
July  19,  1974.  The  licensee  states  that 
upon  receipt  of  the  Westinghouse  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses,  the  li¬ 
censee  must  evaluate  within  its  own  or¬ 
ganization  the  “Implications  and  tech¬ 
nical  specification  refiections’’;  that  the 
Company’s  Nuclear  Safety  and  Audit 
Committee  must  review  the  final  sub¬ 
mittal;  and  that  procedures  will  have  to 
be  changed  as  required.  The  licensee 
states  that  a  thirty-one  day  extension 
is  required  to  make  this  submlttaL  West¬ 
inghouse  has  recently  Indicated  that  the 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  would  be 
completed  by  August  2,  1974. 

It  Is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  that  the  basis  for  an  extenslcm  of 
time  Is  the  imavailabllity  of  the  neces¬ 
sary  evaluation  models  and  analyses 
from  Westinghouse.  Since  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  the  regulation,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  been  engaged  In  a  continuing 
effort  to  develop  an  AEC  evaluation  mod¬ 
el  which  would  meet  the  requirements  of 
Appendix  K  of  10  cm  Part  50.  A  similar 
effort  has  been  under  way  by  the  four 
vendors  of  nuclear  steam  supply  sys¬ 
tems  for  light-water  nuclear  power  re¬ 
actors,  Including  Westinghouse.  As  the 
Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its  ef¬ 
forts,  this  development  work  has  In¬ 
volved  a  considerable  amount  of  time. 
Based  upon  the  regulatory  staff’s  ex¬ 
perience  and  Its  knowledge  of  the  efforts 
on  the  part  of  Westinghouse  to  develop 
adequate  evaluation  models  and  anal¬ 
yses,  the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that 
the  licensee’s  statements  regarding  de¬ 
lay  by  Westinghouse  In  completing 
and  submitting  to  It  an  evaluation  model 
and  analyses  constitutes  good  cause  for 
an  extension  of  the  August  5, 1974  dead¬ 
line  for  the  submittal  of  the  information 
required  by  10  CFR  50,46.  The  Regula¬ 
tory  staff  has  independently  developed  a 
schedule  of  the  steps  and  average  times 
that  should  be  sufficient  for  Internal  re¬ 
view  by  the  licensee  after  transmittal  by 
Westinghouse  of  the  Westinghouse  eval¬ 
uation  and  analyses  to  the  licensee. 

The  schedule  takes  Into  account  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licens¬ 
ees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  that  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  Information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  Is  as  follows: 

1.  Engineering  review  (Including  qual¬ 
ity  assurance  review)  of  evaluation  mod¬ 
els  and  analyses — 7  da3rs. 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical 
Specifications  and  revised  operating  pro- 
c^ures — 14  days. 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  committee  and  appropriate 
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company  nuclear  review  committee — 10 
days. 

4.  Submit — 4  days. 

Total  time:  35  days. 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  the  licensee’s 
request  for  an  extension  of  time  of  thirty- 
one  days  until  September  5,  1974,  Is  rea¬ 
sonable  and,  therefore,  should  be 
granted.  It  should  be  noted  that  this  li¬ 
censee  wUl  be  required  to  operate  the 
Kewaunee  reactor  in  accordance  with 
limitations  of  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Criteria  for  ECCS  during  the  period  of 
time  extension  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ii) 
from  August  5,  1974,  until  September  5, 
1974, 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Edson  O.  Case, 
Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-18448  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 

[Dockets  Nos.  60-277,  60-278] 

PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  CO.  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of  Philadelphia  Electric 
Cc«npany,  et  al.  (Peach  Bottom  Atomic 
Power  Station,  Units  2  and  3). 

On  SeptembCT  14,  1973,  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Issued  Its 
Initial  decision  authorizing  an  operating 
license,  subject  to  certain  conditions,  for 
Unit  2  of  the  Peach  Bottom  facility.' 
Exceptions  were  filed  by  the  applicant, 
the  AEC  Regulatory  Staff,  the  State  of 
Maryland,  and  three  citizens  organiza¬ 
tions  which  participated  jointly.  On 
July  5,  1974,  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Appeal  Board  affirmed  the  Li¬ 
censing  Board,  with  certain  modifica¬ 
tions.  ALAB-216.  RAI-74-7 - .  We  re¬ 

view  two  aspects  of  the  Appeal  Board’s 
decision. 

L  When  a  discharge  from  a  nuclear 
generating  plant  Is  close  to  the  borders 
of  a  State,  the  discharge  may  affect  the 
quality  of  the  waters  of  the  adjoining 
State.  Here,  as  the  Licensing  Board 
stated,  the  discharge  in  Pennsylvania  is 
approximately  2^  to  3  miles  above  the 
Maryland  State  line.  Finding  that  the 
discharge  from  Unit  2  alone  would  prob¬ 
ably  not  violate  Maryland’s  water  quality 
standards,  the  Licensing  Board  nonethe¬ 
less  imposed  certain  conditions  in  order 
to  assure  that  there  would  be  no  viola¬ 
tions.*  At  the  same  time,  the  Licensing 

'  The  Licensing  Board  reserved  its  decision 
concerning  Unit  3.  That  decision,  with  re- 
8p>ect  to  which  exceptions  have  been  filed, 
was  Issued  on  June  14, 1974. 

winter  alia,  the  Licensing  Board  condi¬ 
tioned  the  operating  license  to  require  use 
of  two  currently  Instolled  “helpw  cooling 
towers”  at  all  times  during  the  operation  of 
Unit  2,  as  well  as  a  third  helper  cooling  tower 
upon  Its  completion. 
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Board  reserved  for  separate  decision  the 
question  whether  the  combined  discharge 
from  operation  of  Units  2  and  3  would 
violate  Maryland  standards.  The  Appeal 
Board  modified  the  conditions  pertain¬ 
ing  to  Maryland’s  standards.  It  reasoned 
that  another  State’s  standards  could  not 
be  considered  in  an  AEC  licensing  pro¬ 
ceeding  unless  the  State  had  explicitly 
invoked  section  401(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act  (FWPCA). 

Section  401(a)(2)  provides  for  notifi¬ 
cation  to  the  other  State  of  any  proposed 
discharge  which  may  affect  the  quality 
of  its  waters.  The  licensing  agency  is 
then  required  to  hold  a  hearing  if  the 
other  State  so  requests,  after  objecting 
on  the  gi’ound  that  the  discharge  will 
violate  its  standards.  Nothing  in  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  section  401(a)  (2)  suggests  that 
its  procedure  is  to  be  the  exclusive  means 
by  which  the  licensing  agency  may  honor 
the  standards  of  the  other  State.  Nor  do 
the  parties  cite  to  anything  in  the  legis¬ 
lative  histoi*y  of  FWPCA  which  so  shows. 
Indeed,  section  401(b)  provides,  inter 
alia,  that  “tNlothing  in  this  section  shall 
be  (X)nstrued  to  limit  the  authority  of 
any  department  or  agency  pursuant  to 
any  other  provision  of  law  to  require 
compliance  with  any  applicable  water 
quaUty  requirements.”  This  agency  has 
long  construed  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  as  requiring  it  to  ex¬ 
amine  an  applicant’s  compliance  with 
■•thermal  and  other  water  pollution  lim¬ 
itations  or  requirements  promulgated  or 
imposed  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act.”  *  Reaching  Mary¬ 
land’s  standards  through  procedures 
other  than  section  401(a)(2)  prejudices 
no  one.  All  parties  had  ample  notice  and 
opportunity  to  litigate  the  basic  substan¬ 
tive  question.  With  all  due  respect  to  the 
Appeal  Board’s  careful  opinion,  we  are 
unable  to  conclude  that  the  failure  to 
invoke  the  precise  procedures  of  section 
401(a)  (2)  deprives  a  Licensing  Board  of 
the  authority  to  impose  conditions  assur¬ 
ing  compliance  with  water  quality  stand¬ 
ards  of  a  neighboring  State. 

In  the  instant  case,  it  is  true  that  the 
State  did  not  in  terms  utilize  the  401 
(a)  (2)  mechanism  as  to  Unit  2  alone. 
But  Maryland  was  not  a  disinterested 
or  inactive  bystander.  It  successfully 
sought  participation  as  a  State  under  10 
CFR  2.715(c);  it  did  submit  exhibits 
showing  federal  approval  of  its  water 
quality  standards;  it  produced  an  expert 
who  testified  to  the  need  for  sufficient 
control  of  the  cooling  water  discharge; 
and  it  participated  in  oral  argument  be¬ 
fore  the  Licensing  Board.  In  addition, 
Maryland  submitted  its  formal  position 
with  respect  to  Unit  2,  as  set  out  in  the 
letter  from  the  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  to  EPA  discussed  by  the  Li¬ 
censing  Board  (RAI-73-9,  pp.  740-741). 
There  Maryland  stated  that  Unit  2  alone 

>10  CFR  51.20(c);  published  In  39  FR 
26281  (July  18,  1974) .  Earlier  versions  of  the 
same  regulation  appear  In  10  CFR  Part  50, 
App.  D,  Par.  A.4. 


would  not  violate  its  standard,  assuming 
certain  conditions.  These  were  the  condi¬ 
tions  ultimately  required  the  Licensing 
Board.  In  these  circumstances,  we  con¬ 
clude  that  the  Board  properly  exercised 
its  discretion  by  fashioning  conditions  in 
response  to  Maryland’s  concern. 

Since  the  conditions  were  stricken  by 
the  Appeal  Board  under  an  erroneous 
legal  view,  we  would  ordinarily  order 
their  retinstatement.*  We  do  not  take 
that  course,  however,  in  the  particular 
circumstances.  The  same  Licensing 
Board,  by  decision  of  Jime  14,  1974,  has 
prescribed  another  set  of  conditions — 
apparently  vai*ying  in  some  respects  from 
those  before  us — pertaining  to  the  com¬ 
bined  operation  of  Units  2  and  3.  These 
new  conditions  are  now  in  effect,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  provisions  of  AEC  regulations  giv¬ 
ing  immediate  efficacy  to  initial  decisions 
of  Licensing  Boards  (10  CFR  2.764). 
Meanwhile,  the  merits  of  the  conditions 
are  before  the  Appeal  Board.  With  mat¬ 
ters  in  this  posture,  we  deem  it  advisable 
to  await  the  Appeal  Board’s  decision  with 
respect  to  these — and  all — conditions 
imposed  by  the  Licensing  Board  in  its 
initial  decision  of  June  14,  1974. 

II.  In  response  to  the  intervenors’ 
argument  that  the  uranium  fuel  cycle 
should  have  been  discussed  at  the  hear¬ 
ing,  the  Appeal  Board  noted,  inter  alia, 
the  recent  Commission  rule  dealing  with 
the  fuel  cycle.  That  rule*  requires  that 
certain  numbers,  reflecting  the  environ¬ 
mental  effects  of  the  fuel  cycle  attributed 
to  individual  plants,  be  included  in  envi¬ 
ronmental  statements  prepared  for  li¬ 
censing  proceedings.  The  rule  provided 
that  it  did  not  apply  to  apphcants’  envi¬ 
ronmental  reports  submitted  prior  to 
Jime  6,  1974  (the  effective  date),  or  to 
any  Final  Environmental  Statement  for 
which  a  draft  had  been  circulated  prior 
to  that  date.  ’The  instant  case  was  such 
an  instance.  Nonetheless  the  Appeal 
Board  went  on  to  find  that  in  any  event, 

*  *  *  even  if  the  environmental  effects 
of  the  uranium  fuel  cycle  set  forth  in  these 
regulations  (38  FR  14191)  were  included  in 
the  environmental  costs  of  licensing  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  Peach  Bottom  facilities,  their 
inclusion  would  be  insignlhcant  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  results  of  the  cost-benefit 
balancing  for  the  operation  of  these  facili¬ 
ties.  (RAI-74-7,  p.  — :  slip  opinion,  p.  65). 

This  approach,  utilizing  Uie  values  set 
forth  in  the  new  rule  in  pending  cases, 
was  later  elaborated  in  Potomac  Electric 
Power  Co.  (Douglas  Point),  ALAB-218, 
RAI-74-7  (July  15,  1974) .  We  take  this 
occasion  to  approve  the  concept  whereby 
Licensing  Boards,  in  certain  pending 

*We  also  note  our  disagreement  with  the 
Appeal  Board’s  conclusion  “that  a  possible 
violation  of  Maryland  standards  was  not  the 
reason  for  the  Board’s  finding  regarding  the 
use  of  two  cooling  towers  •  •  ALAB-218 
at  p.  108.  As  we  read  the  Licensing  Board's 
decision,  its  primary  purpose  In  requiring 
the  use  of  cooling  towers  was  to  Insure  com¬ 
pliance  with  Maryland’s  water  quality  stand¬ 
ards.  RAI-73-9  at  p.  732  (finding  of  fact 
#31). 

‘  10  CFR  61.20(e);  39  FR  at  26282  (July  18, 
1974).  The  rule  Itself  was  originally  pub¬ 
lished  In  39  FR  14188  (April  22,  1974). 


cases  not  covered  by  the  environmental 
report  and  statement  requirements  of  the 
fuel  cycle  rule  (supra),  are  nonetheless 
empowered  to  consider  the  values  in 
striking  an  appropriate  cost-benefit  bal¬ 
ance.  As  the  Douglas  Point  decision 
points  out,  to  hold  otherwise  in  a  close 
case  wouM  place  the  boards  In  the  al¬ 
most  untenable  posture  of  refusing  to 
consider  known  relevant  environmental 
factors  which  could  possibly  affect  the 
cost-benefit  balance.  ALAB-218,  p.  18; 
RAI-74-7  — .  This  approach  should  be 
applied  in  all  pending  cases  where  en¬ 
vironmental  hearingrs  have  not  yet  con¬ 
cluded,  and  which  are  not  covered  by  the 
environmental  report  and  statement  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  new  fuel  cycle  rule.* 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland  this 
8th  day  of  August  1974. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

By  the  Commission. 

Paul  C.  Bender, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|PR  Doc.74-18633  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  am) 


GENERAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE- 
AD  HOC  ISOTOPES  SUBCOMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

August  9,  1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of  sec¬ 
tion  26  of  the  Atcanic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (42  U.8.C.  2036),  the  Iso¬ 
topes  Subcommittee  of  the  General  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  will  hold  a  meeting 
beginning  at  9:00  a.m.  at  the  Lawrence 
Livermore  Laboratory  in  Livermore,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  on  August  28  and  29,  1974,  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  progress  in  the 
laser  isotopes  separation  program. 

The  meeting  will  not  be  open  to  the 
public  under  the  authority  of  section 
10(d)  of  P.L.  92-463  (Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act) .  I  have  determined  that 
it  is  necessary  to  close  the  meeting  to  dis¬ 
cuss  certain  information  that  Is  classi¬ 
fied  and  falls  within  exemptions  (1)  and 
(3)  of  the  5  U.S.C.  552(b) ;  Is  privileged 
and  falls  within  exemption  (4)  of  5 
U.S.C.  552(b) ;  and  to  exchange  opinions 
and  formulate  recommendations,  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  which.  If  written,  would  fall 
within  exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b). 
Further,  any  non-exempt  material  that 
will  be  discussed  during  the  meeting  will 
be  Inextricably  Intertwined  with  exempt 
material,  and  no  further  separation  of 
this  material  is  considered  practical.  It 

•  There  are  certain  cases  not  covered  by  the 
fuel  cycle  rule  which  are  stlU  pending  before 
Licensing  Boards  and  Appeal  Boards  even 
though  environmental  hearings  have  con¬ 
cluded.  In  thoee  cases  the  boards  need  not 
factor  In  the  rule’s  values  where  they  find 
that  the  particular  cost-benefit  balance  Is 
not  so  close  as  to  warrant  such  an  examina¬ 
tion.  Any  party  to  those  cases  may,  of  course, 
file  an  appropriate  motion  with  the  relevant 
tribunal,  setting  forth  the  alleged  closeness. 
If  the  board  determines  that  the  requisite 
closeness  exists,  tt  may.  In  Ms  deeoretlon. 
reopen  the  record  or  take  other  appropriate 
action. 
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Is  essential  to  close  the  meeting  to  pro¬ 
tect  such  classified  or  privileged  infor¬ 
mation  and  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  Internal  views  and  avoid  im- 
due  interference  with  Commission  and 
Subcommittee  operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  meeting  dates. 

John  C.  Ryan, 

Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[PR  Doc.74-18664  FUed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 

CIVJL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  26218] 

FRONTIER  AIRLINES.  INC. 

Deletion  of  Stillwater,  Okla.;  Notice  of 
Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing 
In  the  above-entitled  proceeding  will  be 
held  on  September  4,  1974,  at  10  a.m. 
(local  time).  In  the  District  Courtroom, 
Pa3me  County  Courthouse,  Stillwater, 
Oklahoma,  before  the  undersigned  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge. 

For  Information  concerning  the  Issues 
Involved  and  other  details  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  Interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report 
served  on  June  19,  1974,  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  which  are  In  the  docket  of  this 
proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket  Section 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  7, 
1974. 

[seal]  Milton  H.  Shapiro, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.74-18537  Filed  8-12-74:8:45  ami 

[Docket  No.  25613;  Order  74-8-26] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASS(X:iATION 

Order  Regarding  Passenger  Fare  Matters 

Issued  under  delegated  authority 
August  7  1974. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Traf¬ 
fic  Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (lATA) .  The 
agreement,  which  was  adopted  by  mall 
vote,  has  been  assigned  C.A.B.  agreement 
number  24557. 

The  agreement  proposes  a  new  special 
construction  resolution  establishing  new 
promotional  fares  between  southwestern 
Pacific  and  South  American  points  by 
permitting  combination  of  specified  In¬ 
tra-Pacific  excursion  fares  to/from  Pa¬ 
peete  with  specified  South  Pacific  APEX 
fares  between  Papeete  and  South  Amer¬ 
ica.  Travel  is  subject  to  a  14/28  day 
minimum/maximum  stay  period.  We  will 
approve  the  agreement  to  the  extent  it 


is  combinable  with  Western  Hemisphere 
fares  to/from  United  States  points  and 
thus  has  Indirect  application  in  air 
transportation  as  defined  by  the  Act. 

Pursuant  to  authority  difiy  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulations, 

14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  foimd  that  Reso¬ 
lution  JT31(Mail  270)014g  which  is 
Incorporated  in  Agreement  C.A.B.  24557, 
and  which  has  indirect  application  in 
air  transportation  as  defined  by  the  Act, 
is  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in 
violation  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 
Agreement  C.A.B.  24557  be  and  hereby 
is  approved.  v 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  wittiln  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod,  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  thereof  is  filed  or  the  Board 
gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this  order 
on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[SEAL]  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18638  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  PAY  COUNCIL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public 
Law  92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  will 
meet  at  2:00  p.m.  on  Wednesday,  Sep¬ 
tember  4.  1974,  to  continue  discussions 
on  the  fiscal  year  1975  comparability 
adjustment  for  the  statutory  pay  sys¬ 
tems  of  the  Federal  Government. 

The  Director  of  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  and  the  Chairman  of 
the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commission,  in 
carrying  out  their  joint  responsibility  as 
President’s  agent  under  5  U.S.C.  5305  and 
Executive  Order  11721,  have  established 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  as  a 
forum  for  discussions  with  the  represent¬ 
atives  of  Federal  employee  organizations 
of  a  wide  variety  of  Issues  relating  to  the 
setting  of  pay  for  the  Federal  statutory 
pay  systems.  Public  disclosure  of  the  is¬ 
sues  raised  and  positions  taken  in  these 
labor-management  discussions  would  in¬ 
hibit  the  exchange  of  candid  views,  and 
would  thereby  severely  limit  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  Federal  Employees  Pay 
Council  as  a  means  by  which  Federal  em¬ 
ployee  organizations  can  play  a  meaning¬ 
ful  role  in  the  Federal  pay  comparability 
process. 

Therefore,  the  President’s  agent  has 
determined  that,  since  this  meeting  of 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Coimcil  will 
consist  of  exchanges  of  opinions  which, 
if  written,  would  fan  within  exemption 


(5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b),  the  meeting  wlU 
not  be  open  to  the  public. 

For  the  President’s  agent. 

Richard  H.  Hall, 

Advisory  Committee  Management 
Officer  for  the  President’s  Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74~18555  Filed  8-12-74; 8:46  am] 

COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 

PROCUREMENT  LIST  1974 
Notice  of  Proposed  Addition 
Notice  is  .hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85 
Stat.  79,  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the 
following  service  to  Procurement  List 
1974,  November  29,  1973  (38  PR  33038) . 

Service 

Industrial  Class  7349.  Janitorial/Cus- 
todial. — Cytometry  (Building  4380) , 
Oral  Hygiene  (Building  4390),  Medical 
Clinic  (Building  4420),  Dental  Clinic 
(BuUdlng  4787) ,  Classroom  (Budding 
4408) ,  Port  Ord,  California. 

Comments  and  views  regarding  this 
proposed  addition  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  on  or  before  Sept.  12,  1974. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Se¬ 
verely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  supersedes  the  notice  of 
proposed  addition  of  Janitorial/Cus¬ 
todial  Service  at  Port  Or(t  California, 
dated  February  6,  1974  (39  FR  4684) 
which  is  canceUed. 

By  the  Committee. 

E.  R.  Alley,  Jr., 
Acting  Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-18467  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN- 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN  COTTON  TEXTILES  AND  COTTON 
TEXTILES  PRODUCED  OR  MANUFAC¬ 
TURED  IN  HAITI 

Entry  or  Withdrawal  From  Warehouse  for 
Consumption 

Attgust  12,  1974. 

On  July  9,  1974,  there  wm  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR  25246) 
a  letter  dated  July  3,  1974  from  the 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implemen¬ 
tation  of  Textile  Agreements,  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Chistoms,  increasing 
the  level  of  restraint  applicable  to  cotton 
textiles  and  cotton  textile  products  in 
Categories  1  through  64,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Haiti  and  exported  to 
the  United  States  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  October 
1,  1973.  This  aggregate  limit  has  now 
been  filled  and  shipments  are  being  de¬ 
nied  entry.  To  evaluate  the  magnitude 
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of  the  problem  the  Committee  for  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements  needs 
the  following  information  from  import¬ 
ers  of  cotton  textile  products  from  Haiti 
relative  to  goods,  (1)  presently  in  em¬ 
bargo,  or,  (2)  in  transit: 

Shipper  Date  of  Export 

Quantity  Port  of  Entry 

Category  Importer 

TSUSA  Number  Broker 

<3)  For  goods  that  have  been  com¬ 
pleted,  but  not  shipped,  and 

(4)  for  those  which  are  in  process  and 
expected  to  be  completed  and  ready  for 
shipment  from  Haiti  before  September 
30,  1974,  the  Committee  will  need  the 
following  information; 


MONTANA  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Conunission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Montana 
State  Advisory  Conunittee  (SAC)  to  this 
Commission  will  convene  at  9:30  a.m.  on 
September  6,  1974,  in  the  Rimini  Room, 
22  North  Last  Chance  Gulch,  Helena, 
Montana  59601. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairman 
or  the  Mountain  States  Regional  Office' 
of  the  Commission,  Room  216,  1725 
Champa  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

The  purposes  of  this  meeting  shall  be 


cause  of  race,  color,  religion,  sex,  na¬ 
tional  origin,  or  the  administration  of 
justice  with  respect  to  problems  of  the 
American  Indian  in  Northwest  New 
Mexico;  and  to  related  areas. 

These  meetings  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  7, 
1974. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-18559  Piled  8-12-74:8:45  ami 


UTAH  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 


Shipper  TSUSA  Number 

Quantity  Importer 

Category  Broker 

807  Goods 

Interested  parties  may  submit  this  and 
any  additional  relevant  Information, 
within  five  working  days  from  the  date 
of  this  notice,  to  Arthur  Garel,  Director, 
Office  of  Textiles,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230.  Sub¬ 
missions  should  specify  which  of  the 
cited  four  conditions  of  shipment  ap¬ 
plies.  Information  submitted  pursuant  to 
this  request  will  be  treated  as  confiden¬ 
tial. 

Seth  M.  Bodner, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.74-18722  Filed  8-12-74;9:56  am] 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

MASSACHUSETTS  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Massa¬ 
chusetts  State  Advisory  Committee 
(SAC)  will  convene  at  1:00  p.m.  in  Room 
153,  U.S.  Postal  Service,  1883  Main 
Street,  Springfield,  Massachusetts  01103, 
on  September  5, 1974. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairman 
or  the  Northeastern  Regional  Office  of 
the  Commission,  Room  1639,  26  Federal 
Plaza,  New  York,  New  York  10007. 

The  purpiose  of  this  meeting  shall  be 
to  discuss  health  services  available  to  the 
Spanish  Speaking  in  Massachusetts. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  8, 
1974. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-18558  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


(1)  release  the  Montana  SAC  report 
iitled  “Employment  Practices  in  Mon¬ 
tana;  The  Effects  on  Minorities  .and 
Women”  and  (2)  discuss  proposed  Mon¬ 
tana  SAC  activities  to  be  undertaken 
during  FY  1975. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  7, 
1974. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 

Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-18560  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 

- JP — 

NEW  MEXICO  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  factfinding  meeting  of  the  New 
Mexico  State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC) 
to  this  Commission  will  convene  at  9  a.m. 
on  August  28  and  reconvene  at  9  a  m. 
on  August  29  and  30,  1974,  at  the  San 
Juan  County  Fair  Grounds,  McGee  Park 
Auditorium,  Farmington,  New  Mexico 
87401.  These  sessions  shall  be  open  to 
the  public. 

Closed  or  executive  SAC  sessions  may 
be  held  during  the  course  of  the  above 
described  meetings  at  the  same  time  and 
location  to  discuss  matters  which  may 
tend  to  defame,  degrade,  or  incriminate 
individuals.  Such  sessions  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  shall  be 
to  collect  information  concerning  legal 
developments  constituting  a  denial  of  the 
equal  protection  of  the  laws  imder  the 
Constitution  because  of  race,  color,  re¬ 
ligion,  sex,  national  origin,  or  in  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  justice  with  special  em¬ 
phasis  on  problems  of  the  American  In¬ 
dian  in  Northwest  New  Mexico;  to  ap¬ 
praise  denial  of  equal  protection  of  the 
laws  under  the  Constitution  because  of 
race,  color,  religion,  sex,  national  origin, 
or  the  administration  of  justice  as  these 
pertain  to  problems  of  the  American  In¬ 
dian  in  Northwest  New  Mexico;  and  to 
disseminate  information  of  the  laws  be- 


Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Utah 
State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this 
Commission  will  convene  at  7  p.m.  on 
September  16, 1974,  in  the  Reading  Room 
of  the  Northwest  Multipurpose  Center, 
1300  West  300  North,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84101. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
man,  or  the  Mountain  States  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission,  Room  216, 1726 
Champa  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  shall  be 
to  review  the  Utah  SAC  Report  on 
“Credit  Availability  to  Women”. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Augu.st  7, 
1974. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-18561  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR 
THE  FLAMMABLE  FABRICS  ACT  AND 
THE  TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  ON  POISON  PREVENTION  PACK¬ 
AGING 

Change  in  Membership  Representation 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  January  8, 
1974  (39  FR  1381),  the  Consumer  Prod¬ 
uct  Safety  Commission  gave  notice  of 
proposed  changes  in  the  membership 
representation  on  the  National  Advisory 
Committee  for  the  Flammable  Fabrics 
Act  and  the  Technical  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Poison  Prevention  Packaging, 
and  invited  public  comment  on  the  pro¬ 
posal. 

The  purpose  of  the  changes  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  more  balanced  representation 
between  consumers  and  the  business 
community  in  providing  advice  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Commission. 

In  response  to  the  notice  of  proposed 
changes,  nine  comments  were  received. 
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four  of  which  address  both  committees: 
four  only  tjie  National  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee;  and,  one  only  the  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 

1.  National  Advisory  Committee.  Sec¬ 
tion  17  of  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  1204)  provides  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  National  Advisory  Committee 
which  is  to  be  composed  of  at  least 
nine  members  fairly  representative  of 
manufacturers,  distributors,  and  the 
consuming  public.  At  the  time  of  the 
January  8  proposal,  the  committee  was 
constituted  to  have  twenty-one  mem¬ 
bers,  seven  from  each  of  the  three  cate¬ 
gories  of  representation.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  propoE^ed  that  the  committee  be  re¬ 
structured  to  be  composed  of  twenty 
members,  ten  representative  of  the  con¬ 
suming  public  and  ten  representative  of 
manufacturers  and  distributors. 

None  of  the  eight  comments  pertaining 
to  the  proposed  change  in  the  National 
Advisory  Committee  membership  op¬ 
poses  a  balanced  composition  between 
consumer  representatives  and  those  of 
manufacturers  and  distributors.  Three 
of  the  comments,  however,  contain  sug¬ 
gestions  regarding  certain  other  aspects 
of  the  committee’s  representation  and 
are  Indicated  below  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  conclusions  thereon. 

a.  The  president  of  a  consulting  firm 
suggests  that  since  the  cotton  textile 
segment  Is  the  largest  in  the  textile  in¬ 
dustry,  it  should  be  represented  (m  the 
committee  at  sdl  times. 

In  selecting  advisory  committee  mem¬ 
bers,  the  Commission’s  objective  is  to 
provide  representation  of  categorical  in¬ 
terests  in  a  broad  sense  consistent  with 
the  designated  representation  prescribed 
by  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Commission  finds  it  is  inap¬ 
propriate  to  make  provision  for  contin¬ 
ued  representation  of  any  particular  seg¬ 
ment  of  either  manufacturing,  distrib¬ 
uting,  or  consumer  interests. 

b.  A  retailer  suggests  that  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  a  representative  of  ultimate 
consumers  be  better  defined  and  applied 
In  selecting  consumer  members.  The  con¬ 
sumer  qualifications  suggested  relate  to 
perceptive  forethought  and  sufficient 
knowledge  regarding  the  marketplace. 

Qualifications  for  consumer  repre¬ 
sentatives  are  neither  prescribed  nor 
precluded  in  this  notice  of  change. 
Therefore,  further  specificity  of  repre¬ 
sentatives’  qualifications  is  not  deemed 
necessary  In  order  to  allow  the  Commis¬ 
sion  fiexlblllty  in  selecting  a  cross  section 
of  views  among  the  Committee’s  mem¬ 
bership. 

c.  An  official  of  an  Independent  test¬ 
ing  laboratory  comments  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  comixxsitlon  of  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  is  imclear  as  to  pro¬ 
viding  representation  for  such  labora¬ 
tories.  The  official  does  not  believe  that 
the  laboratories  wo\ild  be  r^resentative 
of  manufacturers  or  distributors  and 
suggests  that  the  language  describing  the 
committee’s  composition  be  revised  to 
read  “♦  •  •  ten  of  whcmx  are  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  consuming  public,  in¬ 
cluding  Independent  testing  labora¬ 
tories,  •  •  •” 


The  Commission  considers  this  sug¬ 
gested  revision  unnecessary  since  any  de¬ 
termination  as  to  the  representative  af¬ 
filiation  of  a  member  of  an  independent 
testing  laboratory  would  be  made  on  a 
case-by-case  basis  with  consideration 
given  to  the  nature  of  the  work  per¬ 
formed  and  the  parties  for  whom  the 
work  is  nerformed. 

2.  Technical  Advisory  Committee. 
Section  6  of  the  Poison  Prevention  Pack¬ 
aging  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1475)  prescribes  a 
technical  advisory  committee  of  not  more 
than  eighteen  members  who  are  repre¬ 
sentative  of  (1)  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  (2)  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  (3)  manufac- 
tmers  of  household  substances  subject 
to  the  Act,  (4)  scientists  with  expertise 
related  to  the  Act  and  licensed  practi¬ 
tioners  in  the  medical  field,  (5)  con¬ 
sumers,  and  (6)  manufacturers  of  pack¬ 
ages  and  closures  for  household  sub¬ 
stances.  At  the  time  of  the  January  8 
proposal,  the  committee  was  constituted 
to  consist  of  eighteen  members,  with  one 
member  representative  of  each  of  the 
government  agencies,  five  representative 
of  consumers,  three  representative  of 
manufacturers  of  household  substances, 
and  four  members  from  each  of  the  two 
remaining  categories.  The  Commission 
proposed  that  the  committee  be  com¬ 
posed  of  eighteen  members,  one  each 
from  the  government  agencies,  eight  rep¬ 
resentative  of  consumers,  and  eight  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  manidacturing  cate¬ 
gories.  'The  Commission  noted  that  scien¬ 
tists  with  expertise  related  to  the  Act 
and  licensed  practitioners  in  the  medical 
field  could  be  represented  within  either 
the  consumer  or  manufacturing  category 
depending  upon  their  employment 
background. 

Of  the  five  comments  relating  to  the 
proposed  change  in  the  composition  of 
the  Technical  Advisory  Committee,  two 
endorse  the  change  while  three  contain 
suggestions  regarding  the  composition. 
Those  suggestions  and  the  Commission’s 
conclusions  thereon  are  as  follows: 

a.  An  official  of  an  independent  test¬ 
ing  laboratory  recommends  that  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  composition  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  not  be  changed  because  the  pro¬ 
posed  revision  would  eliminate  the  exist¬ 
ing  category  into  which  a  member  of  an 
independent  testing  laboratory  could 
logically  be  placed,  i.e.,  scientists  with 
expertise  related  to  the  Poison  Preven¬ 
tion  Packaging  Act  and  licensed  practi¬ 
tioners  in  the  medical  field. 

The  Commission  does  not  interpret  the 
revised  composition  of  the  committee  as 
precluding  membership  of  an  employee 
of  an  Independent  testing  laboratory. 
Scientists  with  expertise  related  to  the 
Act  who  are  employees  of  Independent 
testing  laboratories  may  serve  as  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  either  the  consumer  or 
manufacturing  categories  depending  on 
their  employment  affiliation,  responsibll- 
ties,  and  duties. 

b.  A  current  member  of  the  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  suggests  that  scien¬ 
tists  with  expertise  related  to  the  Poison 
Prevention  Packaging  Act  and  licensed 
practitioners  in  the  field  of  medicine  be 


considered  as  an  independent  imit  iden¬ 
tified  with  neither  consumer  nor  manu¬ 
facturing  groups.  The  member  submits 
that  a  conflict  of  interest  may  exist  where 
scientists  or  medical  practitioners  serve 
as  representatives  of  manufacturing 
companies. 

The  Commission  considers  the  revised 
composition  of  the  committee  as  provid¬ 
ing  for  balanced  representation  of  con¬ 
sumer  and  manufacturing  Interests. 
Since  the  representation  interests  of  sci¬ 
entists  and  medical  practitioners  ap¬ 
pointed  to  the  committee  are  identified, 
there  are  no  misunderstandings  as  to 
whether  they  are  representing  consumer 
or  manufacturing  interests.  To  restrict 
selection  of  scientists  and  medical  prac¬ 
titioners  to  persons  unaffiliated  with 
special  interests  groups  would  unneces¬ 
sarily  limit  the  field  of  expertise  from 
which  the  Commission  could  draw  in 
selecting  members  for  the  advisory 
function. 

c.  An  official  of  an  engineering  firm 
recommends  that  representation  on  the 
committee  should  be  provided  for  dis¬ 
tributors  and  vendors  specifically  be¬ 
cause,  frequently,  goods  are  manufac¬ 
tured  for  distribution  under  their  label. 

Since  the  categories  of  representation 
prescribed  in  section  6  of  the  Poison  Pre¬ 
vention  Packaging  Act  do  not  Include 
distributors  or  vendors,  the  Commission 
is  statutorily  restricted  from  taking  ac¬ 
tion  upon  the  reconunendation. 

The  Commission  believes  it  appropri¬ 
ate  to  note  that  the  fact  that  a  specific 
group  is  not  represented  on  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Committee  or  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committee  does  not  mean 
that  the  interests  of  that  group  go  with¬ 
out  consideration  in  rule  making  and 
other  Commission  action.  It  is  the  policy 
of  the  Commission  to  afford  interested 
persons  the  maximum  opportunity  to  be 
heard  and  to  otherwise  participate  in  its 
proceedings,  activities,  and  deliberations. 
The  Commission  believes  that  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  both  consumers  and  Industry  are 
best  served  when  regulatory  affairs  are 
open  to  the  fullest  extent  possible. 

Therefore,  having  reviewed  the  com¬ 
ments  received  in  response  to  the  pro¬ 
posal,  the  Commission  gives  notice  of 
changes  in  the  representative  composi¬ 
tion  of  the  Nation^  Advisory  Committee 
and  the  Technical  Advisory  Committee 
as  follows: 

1.  ’The  Nationsd  Advisory  Committee 
for  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act  shall  be 
composed  of  twenty  members,  ten  of 
whom  are  representative  of  the  consiun- 
ing  public  and  ten  of  whom  are  repre¬ 
sentative  of  manufacturers  and  distrib¬ 
utors. 

2.  The  Technical  Advisory  Committee 
on  Poison  Prevention  Packaging  shall 
be  composed  of  eighteen  members,  one 
each  from  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare,  eight  representative  of 
consumers,  and  eight  representative  of 
the  manufacturers  of  household  sub¬ 
stances  and  of  packages  and  closures  for 
those  substances  subject  to  the  Poison 
Prevention  Packaging  Act.  Scientists  with 
expertise  related  to  the  Act  and  licensed 
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practitioners  in  the  medical  field  will  be 
represented  within  either  the  consumer 
or  manufacturing  category  depending 
upon  their  affiliation. 

The  changes  described  above  are  effec¬ 
tive  on  August  13, 1974. 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.74-18506  Piled  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  248-6] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Availability  of  Environmental  Protection, 
Agency  Comments 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  and  section 
309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended, 
the  Environmental  Protwtion  Agency 
<EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  in 
writing  on  Federal  agency  actions  im¬ 
pacting  the  environment  contained  in 
the  following  appendices  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  July  1,  1974  and  July  15,  1974. 

Appendix  1  contains  a  listing  of  draft 
environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
viewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing 
during  this  review  period.  The  list  in¬ 
cludes  the  Federal  agency  responsible 
for  the  statement,  the  number  and  title 
of  the  statement,  the  classification  of 
the  nature  of  ET’A’s  comments  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Appendix  n,  and  the  EPA  source 
for  copies  of  the  comments  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  V. 

Appendix  n  contains  the  definitions  of 
the  classifications  of  EPA’s  comments  on 
the  draft  envirwimental  Impact  state¬ 
ments  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  L 
Appendix  IQ  contains  a  listing  of  final 
environmental  Impact  statements  re- 
view’ed  and  commented  upon  in  writing 
during  this  reviewing  period.  The  listing 
will  include  the  Federal  agency  responsi¬ 
ble  for  the  statement,  the  niunber  and 
title  of  the  statement,  a  summary  of  the 
nature  of  EPA’s  comments,  and  the  EPA 
source  for  copies  of  the  comments  as  set 
forth  in  Appendix  V. 

Appendix  IV  contains  a  listing  of  pro¬ 
posed  Federal  agency  regulations,  legis¬ 
lation  proposed  by  Federal  agencies, 
and  any  other  proposed  actions 
reviewed  and  commented  upon  In  writ¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  section  309(a)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  during  the 
referenced  reviewing  period.  The  listing 
Includes  the  Federal  agency  responsible 
for  the  proposed  action,  the  title  of  the 
action,  a  summary  of  the  nature  of  EPA’s 
comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of 
the  comments  as  set  forth  in  Appendix 
V. 

App«idix  V  contains  a  listing  of  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  sources  for 
copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  I,  m,  and  rv. 

Copies  of  the  EPA  Manual  setting  forth 
the  policies  and  procedures  for  EPA’s  re¬ 


view  of  agency  actions  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  the  Public  Inquiries  Branch. 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  Copies  of  the  draft  and  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statements  refer¬ 


enced  herein  are  available  from  the  orig¬ 
inating  Federal  department  or  agency. 
Dated:  August  5, 1974. 

Sheldon  Meyers, 
Director,  Office  of 
Federal  Activities. 


Appendix  I—l)rafttni  ironmen(al  impact  tMtmcnttfor  which  conmmtt  were  itnied  between  July  1 , 197i  mnd  July  It,  1971 


Identifying  No. 


Title 


Oeneral  Sonroe  (or 
nature  of  copies  of 
oomments  comments 


Department  of  Agrlcultore: 

D-AF8-A66096-MT _ 

D-AFS-A61254-ID . 


D-AFS-L61001-ID _ 

D-Ar8-A61262-OR.. 

D-REA-A06024-KY. 


D-SCS-A8GS‘i2-MO.. 

D-AFS-A66101-CA.- 


D-SCS-ASOtOO-HI.. 

D-ArS-A61252-NM. 


Atomic  Energy  Commission: 
D-AKC-AOttl31-OK _ 


D-AEC-A06130-NH. 

Corps  of  Engineers: 
D-COE-A36407-WA. 


D-COE-A34126-OK- . 

D-COE-A32502-CA _ 

D-COE-L36004-WA _ 

D-COE-AS9109-HI. 


D-COE-A32506-IL . . 

D-COE-A32S08-VA...i... 


D-COE-A32611-. 
D-COE-A30061-AK:-. 

D-CO  E-A30(rr8-F  L.  . . 
D-C  O  E- A36363-N  I>„ 
D-COE-A35117-On.. 


D-CO  E-A3fi80t>-P  A. .. 
D-CO  E-L36001-0  R... 

D-CO  E-A36402-W  A .. . 

D-COE-A39nO-MI... 

DS-COE-A36264-CA. 


Department  of  Defease: 
D-UAF-AU051-AZ.. 


DS-DOD-A82015-00....... 

Federal  Power  Commission: 
D-FrC-A03064-NT . 


Elk  nom  planning  unit,  Townsend  ranger  district,  Mont.  E  R-2 
John  Day  planning  unit.  Slate  Creek,  Nezpierce  LO-1 
Nationcu  Forest,  Idaho. 

,  Kelley-BulUon  planning  nnlt,  Bahnon  River  ranger  LO-1 
district,  Neepieroe  National  Forest,  Idaho. 

.  Rogue  planning  unit  in  Coos  and  Curry  Counties,  LO-1 
Siskigon  National  Forest,  Oreg. 

.  Sebree  generaUng  power  plant,  addition  of  08  MW  LO-1 
combustion  turbine  in  Henderson  and  Webster 
Counties,  Ky. 

.  South  Fork,  Blackwater  River  watershed.  Mo - LO-2 

.  Bucks  Lake  land  use  plan,  Plumas  National  Forest,  ER-2 
Plumas  County,  Calif. 

.  Eahalu  watershed  project,  eity  and  county  of  Honolulu,  ER-3 
Hawaii. 

.  Proposed  Teas  Ski  Valley,  Carson  National  Forest,  ER-2 
N.  Mex. 

.  Kerr-McOee,  Sequoyah  uranium  hexafluoride  plant,  ER-2 
Sequoyah  County,  Okla. 

.  Seabrook  station,  u^ts  1  and  2,  Rockingham  County,  3 
N.H. 

.  Cbehalis  River  flood  control.  South  Aberdeen  and  LO-1 
Cosmopolls,  Wash. 

.  Candy  Lake,  Candy  Creek,  Okla - - - - - 

.  Ban  Diego  harbor  navigation  ImprovamentjCallf - ER-2 

.  Qnlllaynte  River  spit  restoration,  Lapush,  Wash - -  LO-1 

.  Ala  Wai  boat  harbor,  Oahn,  Hawaii . . .  8 

.  Easkaski  navigation  project,  operatlon^aintenanoe,  HI.  ER-2 
.  Channel  oonstructlon.  South  Branch  Elizabeth  Elver,  ER-2 
Va. 

Proposedexpansionsmallboatharbor,  Haines,  Alaska..  ER-2 
..  Proposed  flood  and  bank  erosion  control  project,  Tal-  LO-1 
keetna,  Alaska.  . 

.  Beacherosioncontrolproject,  Duval  County,  Fla.... .i.  LO-2 
,.  Burlington  Dam,  flood  control,  Souris  River,  N.  Dak —  8 
..  Diked  disposal  site  No.  2,  Conneaut  Harbor,  Ashtabula  LO-2 
County,  Ohio.  .  „  « 

.  Hay  Creek  flood  control  project,  Blrdsboro,  Pa. . .  LO-2 

_  Corps  of  Engineers  actions  affectliig  rlverbanks  and  LO-1 
clWnels  in  Willamette  River  Basin,  Oreg. 

.  Colombia  River  and  Tributaries,  canyons  1  and  2,  LO-1 
Wenatchee, Wash.  _  .  .  . 

-  Mitigation  of  shore  damage  attributed  to  the  Federal  LO-2 
navication  structnree  at  South  Haven  H arbor,  Mich. 

.  Revised  draft,  Wlldcat-San  Pablo  Creeks  water  resources  LO-1 
project.  Centra  Costa  County,  Calif. 

.  F-16  beddown  at  Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Maricopa  Conn-  ER-2 
ty.  Arts.  »  «  « 

Disposition  of  orange  herbicide  by  incineration - - - LO-2 

_  Montana-Wyomlng  border  pipeline  project,  223  miles,  LO-2 
Elk  Basin  to  Bearpaw  Mountain  area,  Cbauteau 
Connty,  Mont. 


General  Services  .Administration 
D-OSA-A80017-CA . . 


Proposed  disposal  of  Travis  Air  Force  Base  defense  area,  LO-1 
Nike  Battery  86,  Salano  County,  Calif. 

D-GSA-AOOOitO-Nfl . Disposal  of  Oiosse  He  south  channel  range  light  project,  LO-1 

kUch. 

Department  of  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development:  ,  « 

D-HUD-Ab.5018-MO . . Demolition  of  Prultt-Igoe  public  housing  complex,  St.  ER-2 

Dools,  Mo.  ^ 

D-nCD-A89Hl-lL . ; . Mortgage/Insurance,  815-821  Gunnison  Street,  Cook  LO-2 

Ciounty,  lU. 

Department  of  Interior:  ,  ,  .  • 

D-BLM-A65097-00 _ Livestock  grazing  management,  national  reeoar«landB.. 

D-BOR-A60101-W  A _ _ i.  Proponed  mercer  skjugh  acquisition,  Bellevue,  Wash.... 

D-DOI-A61260-N  Y  _ Proposed  master  plan  for  home  of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  1X>-1 

National  Historic  Site,  Hyde  Park,  N.Y. 

D-IBR-A054«V-UT . Second  unit,  Huntington  Canyon  geoerating  station,  ER-2 

tiSKV  transmission  line,  Utah. 

D-IB R-A.34l2(t-CO .  _ Frylngpan-Arkansas  project,  Cok) . .y-  ER-a 

D-NP8-A61263-VA . ---  George  Washington  blrthplao^  national  monumenU,  LO-* 

Westmoreland  County,  Va. 

D-IB  R-A31041-NB  . Central  Nebraska  pnbHc  power  and  Irrigation  Astriet,  ER-* 

E-65  system  projeot  Improvementa,  Nebr. 

D-SFW-A61267-NV . Proposed  Charles  Bheldon  Wilderness  area,  Humboldt  LO-« 

An/4  V&cKaa  Mav. 
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Identifying  No. 


Tttio 


General  Sooreo  lor 
nature  of  eopieeof 
comment!  comments 


Interstate  Commerce  Commission: 

D-ICC-A5?'i35-00 . _ Seaboard  Coast  IJne  Railroad  abandonment  between  LO-2 

Coosaw  and  Pritchard,  8.C.  and  between  Savannah 
and  Hutchinson  Island,  Oa.,  Seaboard  Coastline 
Railroad  construction  and  operation. 

D-1CC-A53034-SC .  Resumption  of  service  by  Southern  Railway  between  LO-2 

Arken  and  Warrenville,  8.C. 

Tennessee  Valley  Authorltjr. 

D-TVA-A05442-TN _  Gas  turbine  peaking  plant  addition,  Johnsonvllle  Steam  LO-2 

Plant,  Humphreys  County,  Tenn. 

Department  of  Transportatlcm: 

D-FAA-B51001-MA .  Radar  facility,  Hampshire  County,  West  Cummlngton,  LO-2 

Mass. 

D-FHW-A4232C-NY. . :  Southern  tier  expressway,  sections  5M.  6N,  and  5P,  ER-2 

Salamanca  West  city  line  to  town  of  Allegany,  N.Y. 

D-FnW-A422.56-NH . Route  175,  Woodstock,  N.H . LO-1 

1)-FHW-A42236-TX . S.H.  288  from  Bellfort  to  Elgin  in  Houston,  Tex . 3 

D-FHW-A42231-WI _ _ Dodge ville-Mount  Horeb  Road,  U.8.  Highway  18  and  LO-2 

151,  Iowa  and  Dane  Counties,  Wis. 

D-FHW’-A42257-AL _ Baldwin  Coimty,  project  S— 134-G,  AL-59,  Alabama _ LO-2 

D-FnW-A42218-MI.. .  1-475  and  Pierson  Hoad,  Genes.se  County,  Mich .  ER-2 

D-FUW-A42327-WA . State  route  82,  1-82,  Prosser  vicinity,  Alboro  Road  to  LO-1 

MP  84.‘27,  Wash. 

D-FnW-A42272-AK . Western  access  road  project  8-0145(1),  Kougrok  Road  LO-2 

to  Kobuk,  Alaska. 

D-FHW-A42301-CA .  Bridge  replacement  at  Tehama  Bridge  on  Federal  aid  LO-1 

secondary  route  1079,  Tehma  County,  Calif. 

D-FnW-A42252-CA .  Improvement,  SR  199,  Del  Norte  County  from,  U.S.  101,  LO-1 

near  Crescent  City  to  Oregon  border,  Calif. 

D-FHW-A42219-IL . . FAP  409,  St.  Clair  and  Clinton  Counties,  Ill . LO-2 

D-FHW-A42258-KY _ Letcher  County,  Ky.,  U.S.  23,  Appalacluan  corridor  B,  LO-2 

Ky. 

D-FnW-A422C8-PA . . . 1-80  to  1-81  connector,  North  Cumberland,  Montaur,  ER-2 

and  Scbuylhill  Counties,  Pa. 

D-FnW-A42296-IN . Penn  Central underjiasson  SR  14,  Pulaski  County,  Ind..  LO-2 

D-FHW-A4227^FL _  Brevard  County,  Melbourne,  SR-500,  U.S.  192,  State  job  ER-2 

70050-1508,  Federal  job  U-007-2(6),  Fla.  . 

D-FnW-A42270-0K . 1-35  from  1-440N  to  U.S.  66,  north  outer  loop,  Okla . LO-2 

D-FUW-A42269-OK _ Oklahoma  City  far  west  bypasses,  1-40  to  proiwsed  ER-2 

Sooner  Expressway,  Okla. 

D-FAA-A51857-IN . Michiana  Regional  Airiort,  South  Bend,  St.  Joseph  LO-1 

County,  Ind. 

D-FHW-A42233-CA .  1-5  Sacramento  to  San  Joaquin  County  line  to  Lamber,  LO-1 

Calif. 

D-FHW-A42249-TX . 1-20 from  intersection  U.S.  175  and  1-635  to  Forney,  Tex..  ER-2 

D-FHW-A4‘2242-W1 . STH  28,  Sheboygan  Road,  Sheboygan  County,  Wis . LO-1 

D-FHW-A422'23-IL .  FA  road  412,  La  Salle  and  Lee  Counties,  111 . LO-2 

DS-FHW-A41161-KS . . U.S.  75,  Shawnee  County,  Kans .  LO-l 

DS-FUW-A40970-KS .  U.S.  54,  Butler  County,  air  quality  analysis,  Kans . LO-1 


E 


E 


B 

C 

B 

G 

F 

E 

F 

K 

K 

J 

J 

F 

E 

D 

F 

E 

Q 

G 

F 

J 

G 

F 

F 

H 

H 


Appendix  II — Definition  of  Codes  foe  the 
General  Nature  op  EPA  Comments- 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  OF  THE  ACTION 

LO — Lack  of  Objection.  EPA  has  no  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  proposed  action  as  described  In 
the  draft  Impact  statement;  or  suggests  only 
minor  changes  In  the  proposed  action. 

ER — Environmental  Reservations.  EPA  has 
reservations  concerning  the  environmental 
effects  of  certain  aspects  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion.  EPA  believes  that  further  study  of  sug¬ 
gested  alternatives  or  modifications  Is  re¬ 
quired  and  has  asked  the  originating  Federal 
agency  to  reassess  these  Impacts. 

EU — Environmentally  Unsatisfactory.  EPA 
believes  that  the  proposed  action  Is  unsatis¬ 
factory  because  of  Its  potentially  harmful 
effect  on  the  environment.  Furthermore,  the 
Agency  believes  that  the  potential  safeguards 
which  might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately 
protect  the  environment  from  hazards  aris¬ 
ing  from  this  action.  The  Agency  recommends 
that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 
further  (Including  the  possibility  of  no  ac¬ 
tion  at  all) . 


ADEQUACY  OF  THE  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

Category  1 — Adequate.  The  draft  Impact 
statement  adequately  sets  forth  the  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  of  the  proposed  project 
or  action  as  weU  as  alternatives  reasonably 
available  to  the  project  or  action. 

Category  2 — Insufficient  Information.  EPA 
believes  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does 
not  contain  sufficient  Information  to  assess 
fully  the  environmental  Impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  or  action.  However,  from  the 
information  submitted,  the  Agency  is  able 
to  make  a  preliminary  determination  of  the 
Impact  on  the  environment.  EPA  has  re¬ 
quested  that  the  originator  provide  the  In¬ 
formation  that  was  not  Included  in  the  draft 
statement. 

Category  3 — Inadequate.  EPA  believes  that 
the  draft  impact  statement  does  not  ade¬ 
quately  assess  the  environmental  impact  of 
the  proposed  project  or  action,  or  that  the 
statement  inadequately  analyzes  reasonable 
available  alternatives.  The  Agency  has  re¬ 
quested  more  Information  and  analysis  con¬ 
cerning  the  potential  environmental  hazards 
and  has  asked  that  substantial  revision  be 
made  to  the  impact  statement. 
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Afpkndix  UJ.—Fiftal  environmental  impact  clatemenU  fitr  tchiek  commentt  were  utued  between  Jviy  1,  tirn  and  July  IS,  ~ 


Identifying  No.  Title 


General  nature  of  comments 


Sonroefor 
ooi^ee  of 
oommeBts 


Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture; 

F-SCS-A36238  MS..  Tillatoba  Creek  watershed 
project,  Grenada,  Talla- 
natcbie,  and  Yalobusha 
Comities,  Miss. 


F-SCS  A36230  KY..  Caney  Creek  watershed, 
Ohio,  Butler,  Grayson 
Counties,  Ky. 

F-DOA-A36364-NJ  .  Assunpink  Creek  watershed 
project,  Mercer  and  Man- 
mouth  Counties,  N.J. 

Corps  of  Engineers: 

F-COE-A36109-MI..  Confined  disposal  facility  at 
Point  Mouillee,  Mich. 


F-COE  A34128-00.  Richaid  B.  Russell  Dam 
and  Lake  (formerly 
Trotters  Siioals  Lake), 
Savannah  River,  Georgia 
tmd  Routb  Carolina. 

F-COE  A362»)5-1A..  Saylorville  Lake,  flood  con¬ 
trol  project,  Des  Moines 
river,  Iowa. 

F-COE-A3t092  NC.  Falls  Lake,  Neuse  River 
Basin,  water  resource 
project,  N.C. 


F- COE -A32514- MS  .  Biloxi  Harlwr,  dredging. 
Miss. 


Department  of 

Housing  and  Urban 
Development; 

F8-A8fi012-IA . City-university  I  urban  re¬ 

newal  project,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa. 


Department  of 
Interior; 

F-IGS-A02046  CA..  Santa  Yner  unit,  OC8, 
Santa  Barbara  Channel, 
Calif. 


Department  of 
Transportation; 

F-FA  A-A6126‘>-MI..  Detroit  Metropolilan-Wayne 
Comity  Airport,  runway 
extension,  Mich. 


F-FHW-A418ft4-PA.  Cross  Valley  Expressway, 
L.R.  1%2,  Luterne 
County,  Pa. 


F-FAA-A51847-KY.  Elixabetbtown-lI{u;din 
County  Airport,  Ky. 
F-FHW-A42051-  U.8.  45,  Oraves-McCracken 

KY.  Counties,  Mayfield-Fadu- 

cah  Road,  Ky. 

Department  of  the 
Treasury: 

FS-TRE  -A8109f)-CO.  Proposed  new  Denver  mint, 
Denver,  Colo. 


Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion; 

F-VAD-A8n43-NY.  TCB-bed  replacement,  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  Hos¬ 
pital,  Bronx,  N.Y. 


The  final  statement  adequately  covered  EPA’s 
areas  of  concern  on  the  draft  statement.  How¬ 
ever,  EPA  recommended  that  consideration 
be  given  to  the  inclusion  of  more  information 
on  water  quality  monitoring  plans  and  to  the 
assessment  of  impacts  on  endangered  species. 

EPA  generally  agreed  with  the  project  as  pro¬ 
posed,  however,  recommended  that  fur&er 
discussion  be  provided  in  the  final  statement 
on  sedimentation. 

E  PA  comments  made  on  the  draft  impact  state¬ 
ment  have  been  adequately  answered.  EPA 
has  no  objections  to  the  project  as  proposed. 

EPA  has  no  objections  to  the  project  but  has 
indicated  concern  regardii^  open  lake  dis¬ 
posal  of  polluted  construction  spoil  and  con¬ 
structing  dike  sections  with  polluted  spoil. 
EPA  also  encourages  a  firm  commitment  horn 
the  State  of  Michigan  to  restore  the  marsh 
shoreward  of  the  proposed  island. 

E  PA  had  no  objections  to  the  project  as  proposed. 


EPA  recommended  that  additional  information 
be  provided  on  the  water  quality  condition 
of  Saylorville  Lake. 

EPA  expressed  concern  about  the  project  re¬ 
lating  to  the  effect  on  water  quality  by  nutri- 
lents  contributed  by  urban  and  nonurban  run 
off  and  p(dnt  soiuce  dischargee  and  requested 
that  the  COE  respond  to  recent  studies  by  EPA 
on  the  area. 

EPA  generally  agreed  with  the  project  as  pro¬ 
posed,  however,  expras.sed  some  concern  about 
water  quality  degradation  that  would  emanate 
from  repeat^  drexlging.  transport,  and  dis¬ 
posal  of  dredged  spoil. 


EPA  had  expressed  environmental  reservations 
on  the  final  statement.  However,  EPA  com¬ 
plimented  HUD  for  its  prompt  response  to 
our  ooncems  as  related  In  the  supplement  to 
the  final  statement. 


EPA  has  determined  that  the  proposed  action 
engenders  enviroiunental  reservations.  Of 
greatest  concern  is  the  potential  (or  catastro¬ 
phic  or  chronic  oil  spillage  that  could  result 
from  the  emplacement  of  platforms  and  pipe¬ 
lines  in  areas  of  bottom  instability.  The  im¬ 
pact  statement  is  an  adequate  assessment  of 
facilities  planned  for  the  Hondo  area,  but 
EPA  is  encouraging  the  preparation  of  subse¬ 
quent  Impact  statements  as  the  remainder  of 
the  unit  is  developed. 


EPA  believes  further  emphasis  should  have 
been  given  to  the  local  acoustical  setting  and 
the  project’s  noise  impacts  using  the  CNR 
methodology;  and  has  requested  further  clari¬ 
fication  and  documentation  of  the  BIS’s  noise 
analysis.  EPA’s  comments  on  the  draft  EI8 
r^aMing  air  and  water  quality  have  been 
adequatdy  addressed  in  the  final  EIS. 

EPA  recommended  to  FHWA  to  reassess  the 
highway  piece-mealing  policy  on  future  high¬ 
way  projects.  Also,  EPA  requested  permis¬ 
sion  to  review  noise  analyses  prepared  under 
FHWA  guidelines  on  future  projects. 

EPA  has  no  objections  to  the  project  as  im¬ 
posed. 

. do . -v.v.Ta 


Generally  the  final  statement  adequately  ad¬ 
dressed  the  concerns  EPA  exprewed  on  the 
draft  statement  to  the  project.  EPA  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  Department  of  the  ’Treasury 
give  further  consideration  to  transportation 
control  plan  and  indirect  source  regulations. 


EPA  comments  have  been  adequately  answered) 
Suggestions  regarding  the  minimisation  of  the 
noise  impact  of  construction  will  be  incorpor¬ 
ated  into  contract  specifications. 


E 


E 


C 


F 


E 


H 

B 


B 


H 


r 


D 


I 


o 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  39,  NO.  157 — TUESDAY,  AUGUST  13,  1974 


NOTICES 

ArpxNDiz  TV—Rto%Mom,l0lMkm,mUttlmrtitrtim*»et»etfo**J^tMeke»mm4nUwtrtU*tudl>ttmt*Jvttt, 

mi  mU  Jmit  U,  mi 


0«IMm  SoorMlM 

IdeatUyinf  Nm  Tlttt  natmof  eoptMof 

commenta  oomnMotf 


Dopartment  o( 
Ititerlor: 

U-L)01-0205<H)0 


.™  ao  CFH  part  260,  48  CFR 
part  8300— Outer  Conti¬ 
nental  SheU  Landa  hxiK. 
Oeologleal  and  geophysi¬ 
cal  data  submiskoQ  and 
disclosure. 


R-IGS  02058-00 . .  Notices— Outer  ConUnental 

Shell  orders  numbers  2,  8, 
and  12,  QuU  of  Mexico 
area. 


KPA  noted  that  the  proposed  rules  would  be 
instrumental  in  providing  Information  rele¬ 
vant  to  permit  eonsideratlMi  and  general 
enviromnental  assessments  of  outer  continen¬ 
tal  Bb^  lands.  Su^estlons  were  made  for 
strengthening  the  rules  with  regard  to  enforce¬ 
ment  of  environmental  standards  for  the 
protection  of  aquatic  Ufe. 

EPA  found  the  proposed  mlee  to  be  generally 
adequate  but  recommended  certain  modifica¬ 
tions  to  strengthen  the  rules  from  an  envlnm- 
mental  standpoint: 

Order  No.  2 — Comments  releated  to  the 
requirements  for  composition  and  disposal 
of  drilling  fluids. 

Order  No.  8— Comments  related  to  the 
methods  for  analysis  of  oil  content. 

Order  No.  12 — No  comments  noted. 


A 
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Appendix  V 

SODBCE  FOB  COPIES  OF  EPS  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Envl- 
romnental  Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street, 
SW.,  Washington.  D.O.  20460. 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  I. 
Room  2303,  John  P.  Kennedy  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02203. 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  n. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Room  847, 
26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York  10007. 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  III, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Curtis 
Building,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pennsylvania  19106. 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  IV, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Suite  300, 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30309. 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  V, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1  N. 
Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  Illinois  60606. 

Q.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  VI. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  1600  Pat¬ 
terson  Street,  Dallas,  Texas  76201. 

H.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  VH, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1736  Bid- 
tlmore  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64108. 

I.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  vm, 
Environmentfd  Protection  Agency,  Llncidn 
Tower,  Room  916,  1860  Lincoln  Street,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado  80203. 

J.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  IX. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  100  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94111. 

K.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  X,  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  1200  Sixth 
Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington,  98101. 

[FR  Doc.74-18302  Filed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


[FRL  248-6] 

UNIROYAL  CHEMICAL 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Pesticide  Chemical 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408 
(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C.  346a(d) 
(1)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (PP 
4P1521)  has  been  filed  by  Unlroyal 
Chemical.  Bethany,  CT  06525,  propos¬ 
ing  to  Increase  the  established  tolerance 
for  residues  of  the  insecticide  propargite 
( 2-  ( p-ferf-butylphenoxy )  cyclohexyl  2- 
propsmyl  sulfite)  hi  or  on  com  fodder 
and  forage  from  2  parts  per  million  to 
10  parts  per  million. 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in  the 
petition  for  determining  residues  of  the 


insecticide  is  a  gas  chromatographic  pro¬ 
cedure  using  a  specific  sulfur  detector. 
Flame  photometric  and  mlcrocoulometrlc 
detectors  are  suitable. 

Dated:  August  2, 1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division, 
[FR  Doc.74-18421  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


[FRL  249-4:  OPP-32000/98] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)(1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  re^tra- 
tlon,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information  shown 
below.  The  labeling  furnished  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  available  for  examination 
at  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  EB-37,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  October  15,  1974,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  developed 
and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an 
application  described  in  this  notice,  (c) 
desires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensa¬ 
tion  imder  section  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such 
use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  pre¬ 
serve  his  right  to  have  the  Administrator 
determine  the  amount  of  reasonable 
compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for 
such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the 
Administrator  and  the  applicant  named 
in  the  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
his  claim  by  certified  mall.  Notification 
to  the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Information  Coordination  Section, 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401  M 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Every  such  claimant  must  Include,  at  a 
minimum,  the  Information  listed  in  the 
interim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 
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Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  Interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  In  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  submit¬ 
ted  under  2(c)  of  the  Interim  policy  can¬ 
not  be  made  final  until  the  60  day  period 
has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  received 
within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c)  appli¬ 
cation  will  be  processed  according  to  nor¬ 
mal  procedure.  However,  if  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  ap¬ 
plicants  against  whom  the  claims  are 
asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alterna¬ 
tives  available  under  the  Act,  No  claims 
will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA  ad¬ 
judication  which  are  received  after  Oc¬ 
tober  15.  1974. 

Applications  Received 

ETPA  Pfil©  Symbol  32901-L.  Altawood  Inccrp., 
18924  S.  Broadway,  Gardena,  CA  90248.  IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL  STRENGTH  ALL  PURPOSE 
INSECT  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  P3rre- 
thrlns  0.6%;  Piperonyl  butoxlde,  techni¬ 
cal  1.4%:  Petroleum  dlstUlate  11.6%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  241-94.  American  Cyanamld 
Co.,  Agricultural  Dlv.,  Box  400,  Princeton. 
NJ  08640.  CYGON  267  SYSTEMIC  INSEC¬ 
TICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Dimethoate 
30.6%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  8991-RR.  Ayerst  Labora¬ 
tories  Inc.,  686  Third  Ave.,  New  York,  NY 
10017.  SONACIDE  STERILIZED  AND  DIS¬ 
INFECTING  SOLUTION.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Glutaraldehyde  (1,5  Pentanedlal) 
2%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2097-0.  Beecham-Massen- 
gill  Pharmaceuticals,  Dlv.  of  Beechan  Inc., 
Bn5t<rt  TN  37620.  BMP  MYCODEX  PET 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  o-Isopropoxy- 
phencd  methylcarbamate  0.26%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  11738-U.  Chemical  Water 
Treating  Engineers,  Inc.,  PO  Box  9806,  Dal¬ 
las  TX  75214.  KEM-CIDE  3.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Dlsodium  cyanodithiohnldocarbo- 
nat©  3.18%;  Ethylenedlamln©  1.20%;  Po¬ 
tassium  N-methyldithlocarbamate  4.37%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  7998-RN.  Chemlx  Corp, 
1141  108th  St.,  Arlington  TX  76011.  WILD¬ 
CAT  INSECmCIDB  200  ROACH  &  ANT 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  (5-Benzyl-3- 
furyl)  methyl  2,2-dimethyl  -  3- (2-methyl 
propenyl)cyclc^ropanecarbozylat©  0.350%; 
Related  compounds  0.048%;  Aromatic  pe¬ 
troleum  hydrocarbons  0.464%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  1001-LA.  W.  A.  Cleary 
Corp.,  1049  Somerset  St.,  PO  Box  10,  Som¬ 
erset  NJ  08873.  CLEARY’S  SNO-CHEK 
GRANULAR  TURP  FUNGICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Pentachloronltrobenzene  6%; 
Sodium  pentachlorophenate  3  % .  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  240-ERU.  Daly-Herrlng  Co.. 
PO  Box  428,  Kingston  NC  28501.  BOLL 
MAKER  LY  COTTON  SPRAY  EMULSI- 
FIABLE  LIQUID.  Active  Ingredients:  Toxa- 
phene  42.61%;  O,  O-dlmethyl  O-p-nltro- 
phenyl  thlophosphate  10.65%;  Aromatie 
Petroleum  Naphtha  46.74%.  Method  o€ 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy. 
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EPA  FUe  Symbol  1325-IE.  Davis-WeU  Mfg. 
Co.,  Inc.,  219  Scott  9t.,  Memphis  TN  38112. 
AWT  ALGAECIDE-2.  Active  Ingredients: 
Poly  (oxyethylenedimethyllmlnlo)  ethylene 
(dimethylimlnlo)  -  ethylene  dichlorldej 
5.0%.  Method  of  Support;  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  3647-L.  Duncan  Extermi¬ 
nating  Co.,  4226  NW.  36th,  Oklahoma  City 
OK  73112.  DUNCAN’S  AEROSOL  HOUSE¬ 
HOLD  INSECT  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pyrethrins  0.16%;  Piperonyl  Butoxide  Tech 
0.76%:  Petroleum  Distillate  19.10%. 

Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2  (c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3770-ORL.  Economy  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  427,  Shenandoah  lA 
51601.  DY-FLY  DAIRY  AEROSOL.  Active 
Ingredients:  Pyrethrins  0.6%;  Piperonyl 
Butoxide,  Technical  6.0%;  Petroleum  Dis¬ 
tillate  2.0%.  Method  of  Support;  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  904-EET.  B.  G.  Pratt,  Dlv. 
Gabriel  Chemicals,  P.O.  Box  2138-204  21st 
Ave.,  Paterson  NJ  07609.  PRATT  WHITE- 
FLY  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients;  (6- 
Benzyl  -  3-furyl)  methyl  2,2  -dl  methyl-3  -  ( 2  - 
methylpropenyl)  cyclopropanecarboxylate 
0.260%;  Related  compounds  0.034%; 
Aromatic  petroleum  hydrocarbons  0.332%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  4768-RRI.  Pet  Chemicals, 
Inc.,  7781  NW.  73rd  Court,  PO  Box  660656, 
Miami  Springs  FL  33166.  HOLIDAY  ODOR- 
FREE  PLEA  AND  nCK  CONCENTRATE 
FOR  DOGS  AND  CATS.  Active  Ingredients; 
2-(l-Methylethoxy  phenol  methylcarbar- 
mate  8.00%  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy, 

EPA  File  S3^bol  773-LG.  Pitman-Moore  Inc., 
PO  Box  344,  Washington  Crossing  NJ  08560. 
DURSHIELD  PLEA  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Chlorpyrifos  (0,0-Diethyl  O- (3,6,6- 
trichloro  -  2  -  pyridyl)phosphorothloate] 
0.09%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  748-ERO.  PPG  Industries, 
Inc.,  Chemical  Div.,  One  Gateway  Center, 
Pittsburgh  PA  16222.  SMITE  15-G  SODIUM 
AZIDE.  Active  Ingredients;  Sodium  Azide 
16.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  10226-EA.  Rockwood  Chemi¬ 
cal  Oo.,  PO  Box  34,  Brawley  CA  92227. 
ROCKWOOD  BRAND  DIAZINON  4  LB.  E  C. 
Active  Ingredients;  0,0-dlethyl  0-(2-i60- 
propyl-6-methyl-4-pyTimidlnyl)  phospho- 
rothloate  48%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli- 
caUon  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10226-EI.  Rockwood  Cheml- 
Co.  R(X!KWOOD  BRAND  CRYOLITE-SUL¬ 
FUR  DUST  46-50.  Active  Ingredients:  So¬ 
dium  Fluoaluminate  46%;  Sulfur  60%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10226-EL.  Rockwood  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.  ROCKW<X)D  BRAND  CRYOLITE 
DUST  NO.  60.  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium 
Fluoaluminate  60%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  10226-EO.  Rockwood  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.  ROCKWOOD  BRAND  BATTLOX 
3%.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0-Dimethyl  2,2, 
2-Trlchloro-l,  hydroxyethyl  phosphonate 
3.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  poUcy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10226-ET.  Rockwood  Chemi¬ 
cal  Oo.  ROCKWOOD  BRAND  DEFOLIANT. 
Active  Ingredients;  Sodium  Chlorate 
NaClO,)  18.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 


EPA  Pile  Symbol  10226-GE.  Rockwood  Chena- 
ical  Co.  ROCKWOOD  BRAND  TERRACLOR 
2  LB.  E.C.  Active  Ingredients:  Pentachlo- 
ronltrobenzene  26.49%.  Method  of  Sujjport: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10226-00.  Rockwood 
Chemical  Co.  ROCKWOOD  BRAND  BTB 
DUST.  Active  Ingredients:  Bacillus  thur- 
mgiensis  Berliner  0.6%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10226-GN.  Rockwood 
Chemical  Co.  ROCKWOOD  BRAND  BRAN- 
L-BAIT  1.6%.  Active  Ingredients:  Meth- 
omy  s-methyl-N-t(Methylcarbamoyl)  oxy] 
thioacetimldate  1.60%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  10226-GR.  Rockwood  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.  ROCKWOOD  BRAND  ENDRIN 
1.6  LB.  E.C.  Active  Ingredients:  Endrln 
(hexachloroepoxyoctabydro-endo,  endo- 
dimethanonaphthalene)  19.79%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  11547-GN.  Share  Corp., 
PO  Box  9,  Brookfield  WI  63006.  VEGETA¬ 
TION  &  SPOT  WEED  KILLER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Petroleum  OU  68.30%;  2,4-Dl- 
chlorophenoxyacetic  acid,  Issoctyl  ester 
0.78%:  BromacU  (6-bromo-3-8ec-butyl-6- 
methyluracU)  0.71%;  Pentachlorophenol 
0.58%;  Other  Clorophenols  0.06%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  201-246.  Shell  Chemical  Co., 

A  Dlv.  of  Shell  OU  Co.,  Agricultural  Dlv., 
Suite  200  1026  Conn;  Ave.,  NW,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20036.  RAVAP  LIVESTOCK  & 
PREMISE  SPRAY  EMULSIPIABLE  IN¬ 
SECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  2-chloro- 
l-(2,4,6-trlchlorophenyl)  vinyl  dimethyl 
phosphate  23.0%;  2,2-dichlorovlnyl  di¬ 
methyl  phosphate  5.3%;  Related  Com¬ 
pounds  0.4%:  Xylene  48.3%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  PUe  Sirmbol  11716-01.  Speer  Products, 
Inc.  PO  Box  9383, 105  South  Parkway  West, 
Memphis  TN  38109.  SPEER  FLEA  &  TICK 
SPRAY  FOR  DOGS  AND  CATS.  Active  In¬ 
gredients;  Pyrethrins  0.066%;  Rotenone 
0.024%;  Other  Cube  Resins  0.(M8%;  Car- 
baryl  (1-Napthyl  N-Methylcarbamate) 
0.500%;  Petroleiun  DistUlate  0.224%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  11716-OT.  Speer  Products. 
Inc.,  PO  Box  9383,  106  South  Parkway 
West,  Memphis  TN  38109.  SPEER  FLEA  A 
TICK  SPRAY  FOR  CATS.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Pyrethrins  0.066%;  Rotenone 

0.024%;  Other  Cube  Resins  0.048%;  Car- 
baryl  (1 -Naphthyl  N-Methylcarbamate) 
0.500%:  Petroleum  distillate  0224%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  623-OA.  United  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  2100  Wyandotte  Street,  Kansas 
City  MO  64108.  UNITED  HEAVY  DUTY 
CLEANER  AND  SANITIZB7R  CLEANER- 
DEODORIZER  -  DISINFECTANT  .  FUN¬ 
GICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl 
(60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C12,  5%  C18)  di¬ 
methyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  0.8%; 
n-Alkyl  (68%  C12.  32%  C14)  dimethyl 
ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides  0.8%; 
Sodium  MetasUicate  Anbydrotu  2.4%; 
Tetrasodlum  ethylenedlamine  tetraacetate 
1.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 


EPA  FUe  Symbol  1270-RTL.  Zep  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  PO  Box  2016,  Atlanta  GA  30301. 
(NEW)  ZEPSECURE  LOW  FOAMING, 
GERMICIDAL  DETERGENT.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (C12  68%,  C14  32%) 
dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chloride 
3.00%:  n-Alkyl  (C12  60%,  C14  30%,  C16 
6%,  C18  6%)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium 
chloride  3.00%;  Sodium  metaslllcate 
0.60%.  Method  of  Support;  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

Republished  Item 

The  following  item  represents  a  correction 
and/or  change  in  the  list  of  Applications  Re¬ 
ceived  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  25,  1974  (39  FR  22979). 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  2724-ELT.  Thuron  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc,  GOLDEN  MALRIN  RF-58  SUG¬ 
AR  BAIT,  Published  as  GOLDEN  MAL¬ 
RIN  RF-66  SUGAR  BAIT, 

Dated:  August  7, 1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director,  Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18608  Piled  8-12-74:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  19660;  RM-690] 

INTERNATIONAL  RECORD  CARRIERS 
Scope  of  Operations;  Extension  of  Time 

In  the  matter  of  International  Record 
Carriers’  Scc^e  of  Operations  in  the  Con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  Including  Possi¬ 
ble  Revisions  to  the  Formula  Prescribed 
under  section  222  of  the  Communications 
Act  (39  FR  17258). 

1.  By  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
releas^  November  26,  1973,  43  F.C.C.  2d 
1174,  we  instituted  an  Investigation  into 
the  formula  for  distribution  of  outbound 
international  message  telegraph  traffic 
(international  formula)  handled  by  The 
Western  Union  Telegraph  Company. 
That  Order  called  for  the  filing  of  state¬ 
ments  of  fact  and  memorandums  of  law 
by  the  parties  and,  thirty  days  after  re¬ 
ceipt  of  such  statements,  for  responses 
thereto.  Pursuant  to  Order  released 
July  2,  1974  the  parties  filed  the  required 
statements  on  July  8,  1974. 

2.  We  have  before  us  for  consideration 
a  request  filed  by  RCA  Global  Communi¬ 
cations,  Inc.  (RCA)  for  an  extension 
from  August  7, 1974  until  August  16, 1974 
of  the  time  for  filing  responsive  com¬ 
ments.  RCA  states  that  the  requested  ex¬ 
tension  is  needed  due  to  the  press  of  mat¬ 
ters  in  a  companion  investigation  in  this 
docket  into  the  request  of  The  Western 
Union  Telegraph  Company  for  increased 
division  of  tolls  (landline  haul) .  The  pe¬ 
tition  further  states  that  no  other  party 
has  objected  to  the  requested  extension. 

3.  It  appears  that  RCA  has  shown  good 
cause  for  its  request,  that  all  parties 
agree  to  its  grant,  and  that  it  will  not 
unduly  delay  the  proceeding.  Therefore, 
we  will  grant  the  request. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant 
to  S  0.303(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations,  that  the  time  for  filing 
responsive  comments  in  this  proceeding 
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is  extended  from  August  7,  1974  until 
August  16. 1974. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  time 
for  filing  replies  In  this  matter  Is  ex¬ 
tended  imtU  August  31, 1974  and 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
above-referenced  i}etltlon  of  RCA  Global 
Communications,  Inc.  Is  granted. 

Adopted:  August  5, 1974. 

Released:  August  9, 1974. 

[seal]  I^llet  E.  Griffith, 

Acting  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.74-18618  PUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  0-6634,  etc.] 

CERTIFICATES  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE 
AND  NECESSITY 

Applications,  Abandonment  of  Service  and 
Petitions  To  Amend* 

August  5, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  m*  petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization 
to  sell  natural  gas  In  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  or  to  abandon  service  as  described 
herein,  all  as  more  fully  described  In  the 
respective  applications  and  amendments 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  Inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  August 
28,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  It  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishl^  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in  must  file  petitions  to  Intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  commission  on 
all  applications  In  which  no  petition  to 
intervene  Is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  author¬ 
ization  for  the  proposed  abandonment  is 
required  by  the  pu’ollc  convenience  and 
necessity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to 
Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 


^  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


NOTICES 

that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised.  It  win  be 
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unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 


Docket  No. 
•nd  dote  filed 

Applicant 

Purchaser  and  location 

Price 

perMcf 

Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

G-6634.......... 

C  7-22-74 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  3  Greenway  Plaza 
East,  Suite  800,  Houston,  Tex. 
77046. 

Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co., 
River  Dome  Field  (Worland), 
Washakie  County,  Wyo. 

115.3005 

15.025 

G-0224 _ ...... 

C  7-17-74. _ 

Phillipe  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartles- 
viUe,  Okla.  74004. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Permian 
Basin  Area,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex. 

**50.0 

14.65 

CI60-691 _ 

D  1-22-73 

Continental  Oil  Co.,  (operator) 
et  aL,  P.O.  Box  2197,  Houston, 
Tex.  7700L 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Selling  Area,  Major  County,  Okla. 

Depleted  . 

CI74-296. . 

0  7-22-74 

Exxon  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2180,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  7700L 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp., 
Grand  Isle  Block  43  Field,  off¬ 
shore  Louisiana. 

»*5ao 

15.025 

CI74-758........ 

(G-7074) 

F  6-27-74 

Carl  E.  Smith,  Ine.  (successor  to 
Cities  Service  Oil  Co.),  P.O.  Box 

4,  Sandyville,  W.  Va.  25275. 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
SissonviUe  Field,  Kanawha 
County,  W.Va. 

29.41 

15.025 

CI74-759.. ...... 

(CI68-310) 

F  fr-27-74 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Pursley  “A”  and  Smith  “A”  Rip¬ 
ley  Field,  Jackson  County,  W.  Va. 

sao 

14.73 

CI75-12 . 

A  7-9-74  » 

Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  P.O. 
Box  631,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79106. 

Trunkline  Gas  Co.,  Block  338,  East 
Cameron  Area  (South  Addition), 
offshore  Louisiana. 

**45.0 

15.025 

CI75-13 . 

A  7-9-74 » 

.  Trunkline  Gas  Co.,  Block  639,  West 
Cameron  Area  (South  Addition), 
offshore  Louisiana. 

»*45.0 

15.025 

rT7fUU 

<45.0 

15.025 

A  7-9-74  • 

Vermilion  Area  (South  Addition), 
offshore  Louisiana. 

CI75-80 . . 

A  7-17-74 

MAPCO,  Inc.,  1437  South  Boulder 
Ave.,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74119. 

Northwn  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Granite 
Wash  Field,  Hemphill  County, 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Hawkins 
Field,  Wood  County,  Tex. 

1*52.0 

14.65 

CI76-38 . ..; 

A  7-17-74 

General  American  Oil  Co.  of  Texas, 
Meadows  Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75206. 

*145.0 

14.65 

CI75-35......-.'i 

A  7-19-74 

Texas  Gas  Exploration  Corp.,  1100 
^rst  City  Nation^  Bauk  Bldg., 
Houston,  Tex.  77052. 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Blocks  255  and  256  ^elds.  Ver¬ 
milion  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  COj,  South 
Longdale  Field,  Blaine  County, 
Okla. 

(^ties  Service  Gas  Co.,  Waynoka. 

•46.756 

15.025 

CI75-36 . .i. 

A  7-19-74 

Arkla  Exploration  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
1734,  Shreveport,  La.  71151. 

**65.0 

14.65 

Cn5-37 . 

Texaco,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2420,  Tulsa, 

Contract 

(CI72-427) 

B  7-22-74 

Okla.  74102. 

Northeast  Field,  Woods  County, 
Okla. 

terminated 

CI75-38 . 

A  7-22-74 

GuU  OU  Corp.,  P.O,  Box  1589, 
Tulsa.  Okla.  74102. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  acreage  in 
Lea  County,  N.  Mex. 

•4A6 

14.73 

CI75-39 . 

A  7-22-74 

American  Petrofina  Exploration 
Co.  and  American  Petrofina  Co. 
of  Texas,  2500  First  City  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp.,  Ship  Shoal  Area  (South 
Ad(Ution),  Block  246  Field,  off¬ 
shore  Louisiana. 

*•56.0 

16.025 

CI76-40 . 

(G-11956) 

B  7-22-74 

.  Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  3  Greenway  Plaza 
East,  Suite  800,  Houston,  Tex. 
77046. 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp., 
Chalkley  Field,  Cameron  Parish, 
La. 

(••) 

Filing  code:  A — Initial  service. 

B — Abandonment. 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage, 
n— Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 

E — Succession. 

F— Partial  succession. 

>  Subject  to  Btu  adjustment  as  provided  in  Opinion  No.  65S. 

*  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment. 

'  Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  certificate  in  accordance  with  Opinion  No.  699. 

<  Subject  to  downward  Btu  adjustment.  . 

*  Applicant  proposes  to  sell  90  percent  of  its  reserves  and  nas  reserved  the  remaining  10  percent  to  itseU. 

*  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment;  estimated  adjustment  is  13  cents  per  M  ft*. 

>  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment;  estimated  upward  adjustment  is  6.42  cants  per  M  ft>. 

*  Includes  2.8^  cents  per  M  ft*  at  14.73  lbAn*a  upward  Btu  adjustment. 

*  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment;  estimated  upward  adjustment  is  1.1662  cents  per  M  ft*. 
**  Acreage  assigned  to  Skyline  Oil  Co.,  et  aL 

[FR  Doc.74-18404  Piled  8-12-74;  8: 46  am] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

CITY  NATIONAL  BANK  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

City  National  Bank  Corporation,  Mi¬ 
ami,  Florida,  a  bank  holding  company 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  imder  section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) )  to  ac¬ 
quire  100  per  cent  of  the  voting  shares 
(less  directors’  qualifying  shares)  of  City 
National  Bank  of  South  Dade,  Dade 
Coimty,  Florida  (“Bank”),  a  proposed 
new  bank. 


Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  Interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  section  3(b) 
of  the  Act.  ’The  time  for  filing  comments 
and  views  has  expired  and  the  Board  has 
considered  the  application  and  all  com¬ 
ments  received  in  light  of  the  factors 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  12th  largest  banking 
organization  in  Florida,  controls  four 
banks  with  aggregate  deposits  of  $525.7 
million,  representing  2.3  per  cent  of  total 
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NOTICES 


commercial  bank  deposits  In  the  State.* 
Since  Bank  is  a  proposed  new  bank,  its 
acquisiticm  by  AKJlicant  would  not  im¬ 
mediately  Increase  Applicant’s  share  of 
the  deposits  held  by  commercial  banks 
in  Florida  nor  change  its  ranking  in  the 
State. 

Bank  would  be  located  in  the  greater 
Miami  banking  market,  approximated 
by  Dade  County  plus  those  communities 
located  in  that  portion  of  Broward 
County  south  of  Fort  Lauderdale.  Each 
of  Applicant’s  four  subsidiary  banks  is 
located  within  the  relevant  market,  a 
market  In  which  42  banking  organiza¬ 
tions  control  105  banks.  Applicant  is  the 
second  largest  banking  organization  in 
the  market  with  aggregate  deposits  of 
$464  million,  representing  approximately 
9  per  cent  of  total  market  deposits.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  closest  banking  subsidiary  is 
located  seven  miles  northeast  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  site  of  Bank.  Since  the  proposal 
involves  the  establishment  of  a  de  novo 
bank,  no  existing  or  potential  competi¬ 
tion  between  any  of  Applicant’s  existing 
subsidiary  banks  and  Bank  would  be 
eliminated  and  no  Immediate  increase 
in  the  concentration  of  banking  re¬ 
sources  would  result  in  the  relevant  mar¬ 
ket.  ’The  Board  concludes  that  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposed  acquisition  would 
not  have  an  adverse  effect  on  competi¬ 
tion  in  any  relevant  area. 

’The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Appli¬ 
cant  and  its  subsidiary  banks  are  re¬ 
garded  as  satisfactory,  particularly  in 
view  of  Applicant’s  recent  injection  of 
additional  equity  capital  into  one  of  its 
subsidiaries.  Bank,  as  a  proposed  new 
bank,  has  no  financial  or  operating  his¬ 
tory:  however,  its  prospects  aS  a  subsidi¬ 
ary  of  Applicant  appear  favorable. 
Therefore,  banking  factors  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  approval  of  the  application. 
Bank  would  serve  as  a  convenient  al¬ 
ternative  source  of  banking  services  for 
residents  of  the  Miami  area.  ’Therefore, 
considerations  relating  to  convenience 
and  needs  of  the  community  to  be 
served  lend  weight  toward  approval.  It 
is  the  Board’s  judgment  that  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposed  transaction  is  in 
the  public  Interest  and  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  However,  the  transaction 
shall  not  be  made  (a)  before  the  thir¬ 
tieth  calendar  day  following  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Order  or  (b)  later  than 
three  months  after  that  date,  and  (c) 
City  National  Bank  of  South  Dade,  Dade 
County,  Florida,  shall  be  opened  for 
business  not  later  than  six  months  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  Order,  Each 
of  the  periods  described  in  (b)  and  <c) 
may  be  extended  for  good  cause  by  the 
Board,  or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Atlanta  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

'  All  banking  data  are  as  of  December  31, 
1973,  adjusted  to  reflect  bank  bolding  com¬ 
pany  formations  and  acquisitions  approved 
by  the  Board  through  May  31,  1974;  market 
data  are  as  of  June  30,  1973. 


By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  August  2, 1974, 

[seal!  Chestek  B.  Feldbero, 

Secretary  of  the  Board, 

[FR  Doc  .74^1 8486  Piled  8-12-74:8:46  am] 

COMMUNITY  FINANCIAL  SERVICES,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Community  Financial  Services,  Inc., 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  imder  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  through  acquisition  of 
98  percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Com¬ 
munity  Bank  &  Trust  Company,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  a  proposed  new  bank. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  l^serve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received 
not  later  than  August  28, 1974. 

f 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  August  5,  1974. 

[seal]  Tueodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
[PR  Doc.74-18482  PUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


FIRST  BANCGROUP— ALABAMA,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  BancGroup — Alabama,  Mobile, 
Alabama,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  UB.C.  1842(a) 
(3) )  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the  voting 
shares  (less  directors’  qualifying  shares) 
of  the  successor  by  merger  to  Farmers 
and  Merchants  Bank  of  Foley,  Foley, 
Alabama.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application  are 
set  forth  in  sectiMi  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  persons  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  August  28, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  August  5,  1974. 

[seal]  ’Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|PR  Doc.74-18480  PUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


FIRST  COMMERCE  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 
First  Commerce  Corporation,  New  Or¬ 
leans.  Louisiana,  has  applied  for  the 


•Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Bums 
and  Governors  Brimmer,  Bucher,  Honand 
and  Walllch.  Absent  and  noi  voting:  Oov- 
emors  MltcheU  and  Sheehan. 


Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
UJ3.C.  1842(a)(1))  of  formation  of  a 
bank  holding  company  through  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  all  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank  of  Commerce  (“Bank”), 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana.  Applicant  would 
become  the  successor  by  merger  to  First 
Commerce  Corporation,  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  Interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act  and  the  Board  has  considered  the 
application  and  all  comments  received 
in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant  is  a  newly-formed,  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  First  Commerce  Cor¬ 
poration  of  Delaware,  and  was  organized 
for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  Bank.  ’The 
primary  purpose  of  this  corporate  reor¬ 
ganization  is  to  change  the  site  of  the 
corporate  domicile  from  Delaware  to 
Louisiana,  and  the  result  of  the  proposed 
transaction  would  be  that  Applicant 
would  succeed  to  all  the  operations  and 
interests  of  First  Commerce  Corporation 
of  Delaware. 

Bank  is  the  second  largest  of  10  banks 
in  the  relevant  banking  market  (approx¬ 
imated  by  Orleans  Parish)  and  holds  de¬ 
posits  of  approximately  $667  million,  rep¬ 
resenting  about  25  percent  of  the  total 
deposits  in  commercial  banks  in  the  mar¬ 
ket.  (All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30, 
1973.)  Since  this  is  a  corporate  reorgan¬ 
ization,  consummation  of  the  proposal 
would  have  no  adverse  effects  on  exist¬ 
ing  or  futme  competition.  ’Therefore, 
competitive  considerations  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  approval  of  the  application. 

“The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Applicant 
will  be  wholly  dependent  on  those  of 
Bank  and  the  Delaware  corporation, 
which  are  generally  satisfactory  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  approval  of  the  application. 
Since  this  is  a  corporate  reorganization 
considerations  relating  to  the  conven¬ 
ience  and  needs  of  the  communities  to 
be  served  will  remain  unchanged  and  are 
consistent  with  approval.  It  is  the 
Board’s  Judgment  that  the  proposed 
transaction  is  in  the  public  interest  and 
that  the  application  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  ’The  transaction  shall 
not  be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  cal¬ 
endar  day  following  the  effective  date 
of  this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order,  unless  such  period  is  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board  or  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  August  6,  1974. 

[SEAL]  Chester  B.  Peldberg, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 
[PR  Doc.74-18476  Plied  8-12-74:8:46  am) 

•Voting  lor  this  action:  Chalnnan  Burns 
and  Governors  Brlnuner,  Bheeban,  Bucher 
and  WaUlch.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Gover¬ 
nors  Mitchell  and  Holland. 
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FIRST  TENNESSEE  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Permission  To  Engage  in  Additional  Insur¬ 
ance  Agency  Activities  Through  Tower 
Loan  Company 

First  Tennessee  National  Corporation, 
Memphis,  Tennessee,  has  applied,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c) 
(8))  and  §  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  for  permissicm  to  engage 
in  additional  insurance  agency  activities 
through  Tower  Loan  Company,  Hannibal, 
Missouri,  an  approved  but  not  yet  con¬ 
summated  subsidiary.  Notices  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  were  published  between  April  27 
and  May  7, 1974,  Inclusive,  in  newspapers 
of  general  circulation  in  the  following  lo¬ 
cations:  Bowling  Green,  Brookfield, 
Carthage,  Clinton,  Crystal  City,  DeSoto, 
Excelsior  Springs,  Flat  River,  Fulton, 
Hannibal,  High  Ridge,  Marshall,  Mexico, 
Neosho,  Richmond,  RoUa,  St.  Charles, 
Vandalia,  Washington,  and  West  Plains, 
Missouri;  and  Wellington  and  Winfield, 
Kansas. 

AppUcant  states  that  the  Tower  Loan 
Company  would  engage  in  the  following 
additional  insurance  activities;  selling,  as 
agent  or  broker,  joint-spouse  reducing 
credit  life  insurance  and  physical  dam¬ 
age  insurance  on  ijersonal  property 
pledged  as  collateral  in  connection  with 
its  extensions  of  credit.  Applicant  states 
that  such  activities  have  been  specified 
by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Relation 
T  as  permissible  for  bank  holding  com¬ 
panies,  subject  to  Board  approval  of  in¬ 
dividual  proposals  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  of  S  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  gi’eater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  imfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at 
the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  this  matter  should  not  be  re¬ 
solved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
August  29, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  August  1, 1974. 

[seal!  Chester  B.  Feldberg, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.74-18485  Filed  8-12-74.8:46  am] 


GALBANK,  INC.,  AND  UNITED  STATES 
NATIONAL  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bankers 
Data  Services,  Inc. 

Galbank,  Inc.,  and  Its  subsidiary. 
United  States  National  Bancshares,  Inc., 
both  of  Galveston,  Texas,  (hereinafter 
jointly  referred  to  as  “Applicant”),  are 
bank  holding  companies  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  and  have  each  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  imder  section  4(c)  (8) 
of  the  Act  and  §  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y,  to  acquire  voting 
shares  of  Bankers  Data  Services,  Inc., 
Houston,  Texas  (“BDS”),  a!  Company 
that  engages  in  the  activity  of  providing 
data  processing  services  to  banks  and 
other  financial  services  organizations  and 
computer  programming  incident  to  the 
use  of  such  data  processing  services. 
Such  activity  has  been  determined  by  the 
Board  to  be  closely  related  to  banking 
(12  CFR  225.4(a)  (8)). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views  on  the  public 
interest  factors,  has  been  duly  published 
(39  FR  20103).  The  time  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  views  has  expired,  and  the 
applications  and  all  comments  and  views 
received  have  been  considered  in  light  of 
the  public  interest  factors  in  section  4(c) 
(8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)  (8)). 

Applicant,  the  nineteenth  largest 
banking  organization  in  Texas,  controls 
2  banks  w'ith  aggregate  deposits  of  $83 
million,  representing  less  than  1  per  cent 
of  the  total  deposits  in  commercial  banks 
in  the  State 

BDS  performs  data  processing,  ac¬ 
counting  and  related  ser'^ces  principally 
for  banks,  and  provides  some  of  these 
services  to  other  business  enterprises. 
BDS  operates  out  of  two  offices,  one  in 
Houston,  and  one  in  Cfiute,  Texas  (about 
30  miles  south  of  Houston) ,  and  has  total 
assets  of  $615,500  (as  of  October  31, 
1973)  and  realized  a  gross  income  of  $1 
million  in  fiscal  year  1973,  Within  the 
relevant  market,  which  is  approximated 
by  the  Houston  SMSA,  BDS  competes 
with  over  200  organizations  offering  sim¬ 
ilar  services  including  banks  with  in¬ 
ternal  computer  facilities,  bank  coopera¬ 
tives  and  commercial  firms  providing 
such  services.  Applicant  does  not  engage 
in  such  activity.  It  is  the  Board’s  opin¬ 
ion,  on  the  basis  of  the  above  and  other 
facts  of  record,  that  the  proposed  acqui¬ 
sition  would  not  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  existing  competition.  Furthermore, 
it  does  not  appear  that  acquisition  of 
BDS  would  foreclose  the  development  of 
significant  potential  competition  in  the 
Houston  market  in  view  of  the  size  of 
BDS,  the  numerous  other  potential  en¬ 
trants,  and  the  large  number  of  competl- 


^  All  banking  data  are  as  of  Jvine  30,  1973, 
and  reflect  bank  holding  company  forma¬ 
tions  and  acquisitions  approved  through 
June  30. 1974. 


tors  in  the  market.  The  Board  concludes 
that  consummation  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  would  have  no  significant  ad¬ 
verse  effects  on  existing  or  potential 
competition  in  any  relevant  area. 

It  is  anticipated  that  affiliation  with 
Applicant  will  increase  the  resources 
available  to  BDS,  and  enhance  the  lat¬ 
ter’s  effectiveness  and  enable  it  to  ex¬ 
pand  the  range  of  services  it  offers. 
There  is  no  evidence  in  the  record  in¬ 
dicating  that  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  would  result  in  any 
undue  concentration  of  resources,  un¬ 
fair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
unsoimd  banking  practices,  or  other  ad¬ 
verse  effects  on  the  public  interest. 

In  its  consideration  of  these  applica¬ 
tions,  the  Board  has  examined  covenants 
not  to  compete  which  were  executed  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  acquisi¬ 
tion.  The  Board  finds  that  the  provisions 
of  these  covenants  are  reasonable  in 
duration,  scope  and  geographic  area  and 
are  consistent  with  the  public  interest. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing  and  other 
considerations  reflected  in  the  record, 
the  Board  has  determined,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4(c) 
(8),  that  consummation  of  this  proposal 
can  reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public  that  outweigh  pos¬ 
sible  adverse  effects.  Accordingly,  the  ap¬ 
plications  are  hereby  approved.  This  de¬ 
termination  is  subject  to  the  conditions 
set  -forth  in  5  225.4(c)  of  Regulation  Y 
and  to  the  Board’s  authority  to  require 
such  modifications  or  termination  of  the 
activities  of  a  holding  company  or  any 
of  its  subsidiaries  as  the  Board  finds 
necessary  to  assure  compliance  with  the 
provisions  and  purposes  of  the  Act  and 
the  Board’s  regulations  and  orders  is¬ 
sued  thereunder,  or  to  prevent  evasions 
thereof. 

The  transactions  shall  not  be  made 
later  than  three  months  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Order,  unless  such  pe¬ 
riod  is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the 
Board  or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Dallas. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,’ 
effective  August  2, 1974. 

[seal!  Chester  B.  Feldberg, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-18487  FUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


GUARANTY  COMMERCE  CORP. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Guaranty  Crmunerce  Corporation,  Al¬ 
exandria,  Louisiana,  has  appUed  for  the 
Board’s  approval  imder  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  through  acquisition  of 
100  percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  the 


•Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Bucher,  Holland,  and  Walllch. 
Voting  against  this  action:  Governor  Brim¬ 
mer.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Governors 
Mitchell  and  Sheehan. 
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successor  by  merger  to  Guaranty  Bank 
&  Trust  Company,  Alexandria,  Louisiana, 
and  24.9  percent  the  voting  shares  (rf 
Colonial  Bank,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana. 
The  factors  that  are  consider^  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received  not  later 
than  September  3, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  August  6,  1974. 

[SEAL]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.74-18472  Plied  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  BANK 

Determination  of  Control  Over  Financial 
General  Bankshares,  Inc. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Comi>any  Act,  as  amended  (12 
U.S.C.  1841  et  seq.)  (“the  Act”) ,  and  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225),  the 
Board  has  made  a  determination  that 
International  Bank  (“EB”) ,  Washii^ton, 
D.C.,  directly  and  indirectly  controls  and 
exercises  a  controlling  influence  over  the 
management  and  policies  of  Financial 
General  Bankshares,  Inc.  (“FG”) , 
Washington,  D.C.,  a  registered  bank 
holding  company,  and  that  IB  is  there¬ 
fore  a  bank  holding  company  and  must, 
under  section  5(a)  of  the  Act,  register  as 
such  within  180  days  from  the  date 
hereof,  and  otherwise  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Specifically,  the  Board; 

(1)  Has  made  a  determination  that 
the  steps  taken  by  IB  beginning  in  1966, 
when  IB  by  its  own  admission  was  a  bank 
holding  company  with  respect  to  FG — by 
which  steps  IB  purported  to  terminate  its 
control  over  PXj — were  not  effective  to 
terminate  such  control;  and  that  under 
the  provisions  of  sections  2(a)  (2)  (A) 
and  (B),  2(d)  and  2(g)  (1)  and  (3)  of 
the  Act,  IB  has  continued  to  control  more 
then  25  percent  of  the  shares  of  FG  and 
to  control  the  election  of  a  majority  of 
the  directors  of  FG  and  has  accordingly 
continued  to  be  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  with  regard  to  FG;  and 

(2)  has  also  made  a  preliminary  de¬ 
termination  pursuant  to  Section  2(a) 
(2)(C)  of  the  Act  that  IB  exercises  a 
controlling  influence  over  the  manage¬ 
ment  and  policies  of  FG,  and  that  IB  is 
therefore  a  bank  holding  company  with 
regard  to  FG. 

Among  the  facts  considered  by  the 
Board  in  issuing  these  determinations 
are:  (1)  the  history  of  IB’s  ownership 
and  control  of  FG;  (2)  IB’s  present  di¬ 
rect  ownership  of  at  least  22.688  percent 
of  the  outstanding  common  shares  of 
FG;  (3)  the  service  of  George  Olmsted 
simultaneously  as  the  chairman  of  the 
board  and  chief  executive  officer  of  IB 


and  chairman  of  the  board  of  FG;'  (4) 
the  service  by  William  Cobb  simultane¬ 
ously  as  a  director  of  IB  and  president, 
chief  executive  officer,  and  directm*  of 
FG;  *  (5)  the  maintenance  for  many 
years  of  a  less  than  arm’s  length  rela¬ 
tionship  between  IB  and  FG,  a  relation¬ 
ship  that  has  not  materially  changed  de¬ 
spite  IB’s  purported  divestiture  of  8.4 
percent  of  the  outstanding  common 
shares  of  FG  in  December,  1966,  to 
Financial  International  Corporatl<xi 
(“FIC”),  an  IB  subsidiary;  (6)  the 
transfer  by  IB  of  voting  rights  in  FG 
stock  to  FIC  without  consideration;  (7) 
the  ownership  by  officers  and  directors 
of  IB  with  their  associates  of  1'.676  per¬ 
cent  of  the  outstanding  common  shares 
of  FG;  (8)  the  furnishing  by  a  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary  of  IB  of  numerous  serv¬ 
ices  to  FG  and  to  a  subsidiary  of  FG 
without  profit  under  agreements  of  in¬ 
definite  duration;  (9)  the  fact  that  the 
liabilities  of  that  IB  subsidiary  are  owed 
only  to  FG;  (10)  the  maintenance  by 
IB  and  FG  of  both  common  offices  and 
telephone  numbers;  (11)  the  inclusion 
in  IB’s  consolidated  statement  of  inccmie 
(in  stated  reliance  uixm  Opinion  No.  18 
of  the  Accounting  Principles  Board)  of 
IB’s  proportionate  share  of  the  income 
of  FG,  thereby  admitting  and  claiming 
ability  of  IB  to  exercise  significant  influ¬ 
ence  over  the  operating  and  financial 
policies  of  FG;  (12)  the  fact  that  IB  and 
FIC  are  the  only  persons  owning  more 
than  5  percent  of  the  shares  of  FG;  (13) 
efforts  which  IB  admits  have  been,  and 
are  continuing  to  be,  made  by  or  on  be¬ 
half  of  IB  to  secure  passage  of  Federal 
legislation  providing  tax  relief  for  bank 
holding  companies  required  imder  the 
Act  to  divest  themselves  of  assets;  and 
(14)  the  statement  by  counsel  for  IB 
in  his  letter  of  December  14,  1973,  to 
the  Board’s  General  Counsel  that 
“within  ninety  (90)  days  following  en¬ 
actment  of  the  tax  legislation  •  •  •  IB 
will  present  to  the  Board  a  detailed  plan 
for  reduction  of  its  ownership  of  the 
stock  of  FG  to  less  than  5  percent  (5% ) .” 
The  Board  has  also  attributed  to  IB  con¬ 
trol  of  8.4  percent  of  the  outstanding 
shares  of  FG  held  by  FIC  Inasmuch  as 
more  than  an  aggregate  of  50  percent  of 
the  outstanding  shares  of  FIC  were  ini¬ 
tially  distributed  to  and  are  now  owned 
by  the  chairman  and  a  director  of  IB 
and  their  associates  and  allied  Interests. 

Pm’suant  to  Section  2(a)  (2)  (C)  of  the 
Act  and  §  225.2(c)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  within  30  days  of  receipt 
of  this  notice,  IB  may  either  (1)  indicate 
its  willingness  to  terminate  the  control 
relationship  which  the  Board  has  foimd 
to  exist  and  submit  promptly  a  plan  to 
effect  termination  of  control  of  FG  or 
otherwise  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act;  or  (2)  set  forth  such  facts  and 
circumstances  as  may  support  a  conten¬ 
tion  that  a  control  relationship  does  not 
exist.  IB  may  request  a  hearing  to  con¬ 
test  the  Board’s  determinations  of  con- 


^  President  of  IB  until  on  or  about  March 
28,  1974. 

•  Until  his  retirement  In  June,  1974. 


trol  at  which  representatives  of  IB  may 
present  evidence  to  rebut  the  facts 
herein  referred  to  or  to  establish  other 
facts,  and  may  otherwise  support  a  con- 
tentl<m  that  no  control  relationship  or 
controlling  influence  exists.  Any  such 
hearing  would  be  open  to  the  public  and 
conducted  In  accordance  with  the 
Board’s  Rules  of  Practice  for  Formal 
Hearings  (12  CFH  Part  263),  providing 
rights  of  evidentiary  presentation  and 
cross-examination. 

Evidence  may  be  received  at  any  such 
hearing  relevant  to  the  question  whether 
the  steps  taken  by  IB  beginning  In  1966, 
which  purported  to  terminate  its  control 
over  shares  of  FG,  were  effective  to  ac¬ 
complish  that  end,  as  well  as  evidence 
that  may  be  relevant  to  the  preliminary 
determination  under  Section  2(a)  (2)  (C) 
of  the  Act. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  as¬ 
signed  to  conduct  any  such  hearing  would 
be  Instructed  to  recommend  (1)  whether 
or  not  the  Board’s  determination  based 
on  sections  2(a)(2)  (A)  and  (B),  2(d) 
and  (2)  (g)  (1)  and  (3)  should  be  set 
aside;  and  (2)  whether  or  not  the 
Board’s  preliminary  determination  under 
section  2(a)  (2)  (C)  should  become  final. 
If  the  Board  concludes  on  the  basis  of 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge’s  recom¬ 
mendation  and  the  record  that  the 
Board’s  determination  based  on  sections 
2(a)  (2)  (A)  and  (B) ,  2(d) ,  and  2(g)  (1) 
and  (3)  should  not  be  set  aside,  an  order 
to  that  effect  would  be  entered  and  would 
dispose  of  the  issue  of  control.  If,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Board  concludes  on  the  basis 
of  the  Administrative  Law  Judge’s  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  the  record  that  the 
Board’s  determination  under  sections 
2(a)(2)  (A)  and  (B),  2(d),  and  2(g)  (1) 
and  (3)  should  be  set  aside,  an  order  to 
that  effect  would  be  entered,  and  the 
Board  would  then  consider  whether,  on 
the  basis  of  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge’s  recommendation  and  the  record, 
the  Board’s  preliminary  determination 
of  control  under  section  2(a)  (2)  (C) 
should  become  final. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
effective  August  1,  1974. 

[seal]  Chester  B.  Feldberg, 

»  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-18477  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


LEVY  BANCORP 

Proposed  Retention  of  Thlelsher  Mortgage 
and  Investment  Corporation 

Levy  Bancorp,  Oxnard,  CTalifomia,  has 
applied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)  (2)  of 
the  Board’s  Regulation  Y,  for  permission 
to  acquire  voting  shares  of  'Thlelsher 
Mortgage  and  Investment  Corporation 
Oxnard,  California.  Notice  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  was  published  on  June  29, 1974,  in 
the  Press-Courier,  a  newspaper  circulated 
in  Oxnard,  California. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the  activities 
of  making  or  acquiring  for  its  own  ac¬ 
count  or  for  the  account  of  others,  loans 
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Mid  other  extensions  of  credit  and  serv¬ 
icing  loans  and  other  extensions  of  credit 
for  any  person  at  offices  in  Oxnard. 
Thousand  Oaks  and  Enclns,  California. 
Such  activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  S  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  c<Mnpanles, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  of  S  225.4(b) . 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit 
at  the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  should  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
August  29, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  August  2, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

I FR  Doc .74-1 8484  Filed  8-12-74;8;45  ami 


MARCO  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Marco  Capital  Corporation,  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Delaware  (“Applicant”),  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under  sec¬ 
tion  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  of 
formation  of  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  96.94  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Marshall  County 
Bank  &  Trust  Company,  Plymouth,  In¬ 
diana  (“Bank”) , 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
In  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  none  has  been 
timely  received.  The  Board  has  consid¬ 
ered  the  application  in  light  of  the  fac- 
'  tors  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant,  recently  organized  by  the 
owners  of  Bank,  does  not  engage  in  any 
activities-banking  or  nonbanking.  Bank, 
with  total  deposits  of  $33.0  million,  is  the 
92nd  largest  bank  In  Indiana,  and  the 
largest  of  4  banks  in  Marshall  County.^ 


*  Banking  data  are  as  of  June  30, 1973. 


Neither  existing  nor  potential  banking 
competition  is  expected  to  be  effected  by 
consummation  of  the  Instant  proposal. 

Considerations  relating  to  the  finan¬ 
cial  condition,  managerial  resources  and 
prospects  of  Applicant  and  Bank  are  gen¬ 
erally  satisfactory  and  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application.  The  Board 
considered  this  proposal  in  light  of  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  commitment  that  within  45  days 
of  approval  of  this  Miplicatlon,  the  hold¬ 
ing  company  will  Inject  $350,000  of  equity 
capital  into  Bank.  Considerations  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  convenience  and  needs  of  the 
community  to  be  served  support  approval 
of  the  application. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Order, 
unless  such  period  Is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,’ 
effective  August  5,  1974. 

[seal]  Chester  B.  Feldberg, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-18483  Filed  8-12-74;8:45  ami 


PATAGONIA  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of 
General  Finance,  Ltd. 

Patagonia  Corporation,  Tucson,  Ari¬ 
zona,  a  bank  holding  company  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act 
and  §  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regu¬ 
lation  Y,  to  acquire  through  its  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary.  Model  Finance  Com¬ 
pany  (“Model”) ,  Tucson,  Arizona,  voting 
shares  of  (general  Finance,  Ltd.,  (“Com¬ 
pany”)  ,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  a  company 
that  engages  in  the  activities  of  a  con¬ 
sumer  finance  company  by  making  per¬ 
sonal  loans  primarily  to  wage  earners, 
purchasing  consumer  installment  sales 
finance  contracts  and  acting  as  agent  in 
the  sale  of  insurance  directly  related  to 
its  extensions  of  credit.  Such  activities 
have  been  determined  by  the  Board  to  be 
closely  related  to  banking  (12  CFR 
225.4(a)  (1)  and  (9)). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  Interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views  on  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  factors,  has  been  duly  pub¬ 
lished  (39  Federal  Register  20106) .  The 
time  for  filing  comments  and  views  has 
expired.  The  Board  has  considered  the 
application  and  all  comments  and  views 
received  in  light  of  the  public  interest 
factors  set  forth  In  section  4(c)  (8)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)  (8) ). 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Brimmer,  Bucher,  Holland, 
and  Walllch.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Gov¬ 
ernors  Mitchell  and  Sheehan. 


Applicant,  the  fifth  largest  banking 
organization  In  Arizona,  controls  one 
bank  (Great  Western  Bank  &  Trust  Com¬ 
pany)  with  aggregate  deposits  of  approx¬ 
imately  $239  million,  representing  4.1 
percent  of  commercial  bank  deposits  in 
the  State.’  Applicant  has  nonbanking 
subsidiaries  engaged  in  consumer  finance 
activities,  leasing  personal  property  and 
equipment,  mortgage  banking  and  oper¬ 
ating  a  savings  and  loan  association. 

Company,  with  total  assets  of  about 
$233,000  and  total  outstanding  net  receiv¬ 
ables  of  $200,000,  conducts  its  consumer 
finance  business  out  of  one  office  in  down¬ 
town  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa.  Applicant’s 
consumer  finance  subsidiary.  Model,  op¬ 
erates  three  finance  company  offices  in 
Omaha,  Nebraska,  with  aggregate  out¬ 
standing  net  receivables  of  $2  million. 
Though  Council  Bluffs  is  separated  from 
Omaha  by  the.  Missouri  River,  both  Com¬ 
pany  and  Model’s  Omaha  offices  compete 
in  the  same  market,  the  Omaha  SMS  A. 
However,  in  view  of  the  small  volume  of 
receivables  held  by  Company  (.3  percent 
of  consumer  loans  outstanding  in  the 
Omaha  market)  and  Model’s  share  of  the 
market  (2.9  percent)  it  appears  that  con¬ 
summation  would  not  have  a  significant 
effect  on  existing  competition  since  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  share  of  the  consumer  loan 
business  in  the  market  would  be  in¬ 
creased  only  slightly.  Moreover,  the  rec¬ 
ord  indicates  that  there  are  approxi¬ 
mately  50  other  finance  companies  com¬ 
peting  in  the  relevant  market  (including 
such  national  organizations  as  Beneficial 
Hnance,  CIT,  GAC  and  HFC),  and  41 
commercial  banks  offering  consumer 
loans  in  the  market.  Therefore,  in  view 
of  the  large  number  of  competitive  al¬ 
ternatives,  the  numerous  potential  en¬ 
trants,  and  the  relatively  small  size  of 
Company,  consummation  of  this  trans¬ 
action  would  have  no  significant  adverse 
effects  upon  potential  competition.  In 
addition  to  its  consumer  lending  activ¬ 
ities,  Company  also  sells  credit  life  and 
disability  Insurance  in  connection  with 
its  extensions  of  credit.  In  view  of  the 
limited  nature  of  Company’s  insurance 
activities,  it  does  not  appear  that  Appli¬ 
cant’s  acquisition  of  the  insurance  agency 
business  of  Company  would  have  a  sig¬ 
nificantly  adverse  effect  on  competition 
in  this  product  line.  On  the  basis  of  the 
foregoing,  the  Board  concludes  that  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposed  acquisition 
would  have  no  significant  adverse  effects 
on  existing  or  potential  competition  in 
any  relevant  area. 

It  is  anticipated  that  upon  consumma¬ 
tion  of  this  proposal  Company,  through 
access  to  Applicant’s  resources,  will  be 
able  to  increase  its  competitive  effective¬ 
ness  and  will  be  able  to  expand  the  range 
of  services  it  offers.  There  is  no  evidence 
In  the  record  indicating  that  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  transaction  would 
result  In  any  undue  concentration  of  re¬ 
sources,  unfair  competition,  conflicts  of 
interests,  unsound  banking  practices,  or 
other  adverse  effects  on  the  public  Inter¬ 
est. 


J  All  data  are  as  ot  December  31, 1973. 
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Based  upon  the  foregoing  and  other 
considerations  reflected  in  the  record,  the 
Board  has  determined.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  (rf  section  4(c)  (8>, 
that  consummation  of  this  proposal  can 
reasonably  be  expected  to  produce  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  public  that  outweigh  possible 
adverse  effects.  Accordingly,  the  applica¬ 
tion  Is  hereby  approved.  This  determina¬ 
tion  is  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 
In  §  225.4(c)  of  Regulation  Y  and  to  the 
Board’s  authority  to  require  such  modifi¬ 
cation  or  termination  of  the  activities  of 
a  holding  company  or  any  of  its  subsidi¬ 
aries  as  the  Board  finds  necessary  to  as¬ 
sure  compliance  with  the  provisions  and 
purposes  of  the  Act  and  tlie  Board’s  reg¬ 
ulations  and  orders  issued  thereimder, 
or  to  prevent  evasion  thereof. 

The  transaction  shall  be  made  not 
later  than  tliree  months  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Order,  unless  such  period 
is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board 
or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,’ 
effective  August  6, 1974. 

[SEAL]  Chester  B.  Feldberg, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-18476  PUed  8-12-74;8:45  am] 


SUN  BANKS  OF  FLORIDA,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Sun  Banks  of  Florida,  Inc.,  Orlando, 
Florida,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Ba^ 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  90  percent  or  more 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank  at  Ormond- 
By-The-Sea,  Ormond-By-The-Sea,  Flor¬ 
ida.  The  factors  that  are  considered  in 
acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  September  2,  1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  August  5, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.74-18481  Piled  8-12-74; 8: 45  am] 


TOPEKA  BANK  SHARES,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Topeka  Bank  Shares,  Inc.,  Topeka, 
Kansas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)  (1) )  to  beixxne  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  through  acquisition  of  80  percent 
or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Topeka 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Bums 
and  Governors  Brimmer,  Bucher,  Holland  and 
Wallich.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Governors 
Mitchell  and  Sheehan. 


State  Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Topeka, 
iCanfaML  The  factcHis  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspiected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
In  writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  August  26,  1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  August  6, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

'[PR  Doc.74-18471  Piled  8-12-74.8:46  am] 


UNITED  VIRGINIA  BANKSHARES  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 
Management  Consultants,  Inc. 

United  Virginia  Bankshares  Incoipor- 
ated,  Richmond.  Virginia,  a  bank  holding 
company  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act,  has  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval,  under  section 
4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of 
the  Board’s  Regulation  Y,  to  acquire  all 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank  Manage¬ 
ment  Consultants,  Inc.,  Richmond.  Vir¬ 
ginia  (“BMC”) ,  a  proposed  new  company 
that  would  engage  in  the  activities  of  fur¬ 
nishing  management  consulting  advice 
on  a  fee  basis  to  nonaffiliated  banks  with 
respect  to  bank  operations,  planning, 
market  research,  and  financial  analysis. 
Such  activity  has  been  determined  by  the 
Board  to  be  closely  related  to  banking 
(12CFR  225.4(a)  (12)). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views  cm  the  public 
interest  factors,  has  been  duly  published 
(39  FR  20434).  ’The  time  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  views  has  expired.  The  appli¬ 
cation  and  all  comments  and  views  re¬ 
ceived  have  been  considered  in  light  of 
the  public  Interest  factors  in  section  4(c) 
(8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)  (8) ). 

Applicant,  the  largest  banking  orga- 
nizatlcm  in  Virginia,  controls  16  banks 
with  aggregate  deixisits  of  $1.7  billion, 
representing  about  14  percent  of  the 
total  deposits  in  commercial  banks  in 
the  State.’  Applicant  also  ccmtrols  a 
number  of  nonbanking  subsidiaries  Uiat 
engage  in  mortgage  banking,  factoring, 
leasing,  Insmance  and  investment  ad¬ 
visory  activities. 

BMC  pn^ioses  to  provide  management 
consulting  advice  to  nonaffiliated  banks 
located  in  the  mid-Atlantic  States.  BMC 
would  provide  to  client  banks,  on  an  ex¬ 
plicit  fee  basis,  management  consulting 
advice  concerning  bank  (H>eratlons.  plan¬ 
ning.  market  research,  and  financial 
assistance. 

It  would  appear  that  no  adverse  effects 
on  competition  would  result  from  BMC 


^  An  banking  data  are  as  of  December  31, 
1973,  and  reflect  bank  bedding  company  for¬ 
mations  and  acquisitions  approved  through 
June  30, 1974. 


offering  bank  management  consulting 
advice.  While  such  management  consult¬ 
ing  advice  is  currently  available  to  banks 
as  a  correspondent  banking  service.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  baking  subsidiaries  offer  only 
limited  correspondent  services  in  this 
area.  Further,  such  services  are  not  pres¬ 
ently  available  from  correspondent  banks 
on  an  explicit  fee  basis.  In  addition,  gen¬ 
eral  management  consulting  firms  in  this 
area  offer  management  consulting  advice 
and  services  to  a  full  range  of  industries. 
The  Board  concludes,  therefore,  that  no 
significant  existing  or  potential  competi¬ 
tion  would  be  eliminated  upon  approval 
of  this  application. 

There  is  no  evidence  in  the  record 
indicating  that  consummation  of  the 
proposed  transaction  would  result  in  any 
imdue  concentration  of  resources,  unfair 
competition,  conflicts  of  Interests,  un¬ 
sound  banking  practices,  or  other  adverse 
effects  on  the  public  Interest.  It  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  Applicant’s  de  novo  entry 
into  this  industry  should  have  a  pro- 
competitive  effect  by  increasing  the  num¬ 
ber  of  firms  offering  this  specialized 
consulting  advice.  Further,  by  making 
this  advice  available  on  an  explicit  fee 
basis  rather  than  as  a  correspondent 
banking  service,  client  banks  will  now 
be  able  to  more  accurately  analyze  the 
cost  of  such  services  and  may  be  able  to 
more  efficiently  allocate  their  funds. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing  and  other 
considerations  reflected  in  the  record, 
the  Board  has  determined  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4(c) 
(8) ,  that  consummation  of  this  proposal 
can  reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public  that  outweigh  pos¬ 
sible  adverse  effects.  Accordingly,  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  hereby  approved.  This  deter¬ 
mination  is  subject  to  the  conditions  set 
forth  in  S  225.4(c)  of  Regulation  Y  and 
to  the  Board’s  authority  to  require  such 
modification  or  termination  of  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  a  holding  company  or  any  of  its 
subsidiaries  as  the  Board  finds  neces¬ 
sary  to  sissure  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  and  purposes  of  the  Act  and  the 
Board’s  regulations  and  orders  Issued 
thereunder,  or  to  prevent  evasion  thereof. 

The  transaction  shall  be  made  not  later 
than  three  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  Order,  unless  such  period 
is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board 
or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  August  6,  1974. 

[seal]  C:!hester  B.  Feldberg, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.74-18473  PUed  8-12-74; 8: 46  am] 


•Voting  for  this  actlcm:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Sheehan,  Hc^land,  and  Wal- 
Uch.  Voting  ctgalnst  this  action:  Governor 
Brimmer.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Governors 
MltcheU  and  Bucher.  Dissenting  Statement 
of  Governor  Brimmer  flled  as  part  of  the 
original  document.  Copies  available  upon  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
f^eral  Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.C. 
20551,  or  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond. 
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GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Report  Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance  of 
reports  Intended  for  use  in  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  public  were  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  July  25,  1974.  See  44  U.S.C. 
3512  (c)  &  (d) .  The  purpose  of  publish¬ 
ing  this  list  in  the  Federal  Register  Is 
to  inform  the  public  of  such  receipt. 

This  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  niunber,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with  which 
the  Information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Further  Information  about  the  items 
on  tills  list  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  officer,  202- 
376-5300. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Request  for  extension  without  change 
of  clearance  of  reporting  and  record¬ 
keeping  requirements  contained  in  Part 
223,  Tariffs  of  Air  Carriers — ^Free  and 
Reduced-Rate  Transportation,  of  the 
Boards  Regulations;  respondents  are  180 
U.S.  and  Foreign  Air  Carriers;  frequency 
is  on  occasion;  burden  estimated  at  6 
minutes  per  response. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

[FB  Doc.74-18622  Filed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 
EXECUTIVE  BRANCH  POSITIONS 

Commission  on  Government  Procurement 
Recom  mendations 

Notice  is  given  that  executive  branch 
positions  have  been  reached  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Commission  on  Government  Pro¬ 
curement  (COGP)  recommendations: 

I.  Recommendation  A-27.  ’‘Initiate  effec¬ 
tive  measures  to  make  procurement  funds 
available  to  the  procuring  activities  in  a 
timely  manner.” 

Executive  Branch  Position.  The  executive 
branch  has  adopted  this  recommendation. 
The  OfiBce  of  Management  and  Budget  has 
assumed  responsibility  for  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  this  recommendation.  The  enactment 
on  July  12, 1974,  of  Public  Law  93-344,  known 
as  the  “Congressional  Budget  and  Impound¬ 
ment.  Control  Act  of  1974”,  includes  provi¬ 
sions  that  largely  achieve  the  goals  of  this 
COOP  recommendation. 

n.  Recommendation  A-32.  “Establish  con¬ 
tract  payment  offices  to  make  payments  for 
all  Federal  agencies  in  each  of  the  ten  Fed¬ 
eral  regional  areas.  This  could  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  a  lead  agency  designated  to  for¬ 
mulate  standard  procedures  to  Implement 
this  recommendation.” 

Executive  Branch  Position.  The  executive 
branch  has  rejected  this  recommendation. 
The  rejection  is  predicated  on  a  recommen¬ 
dation  by  an  interagency  task  group  after 
it  had  made  an  In-depth  examination  of  the 
advantages  and  disadvantages  of  this  COOP 
recommendation,  including  a  detailed  survey 
of  executive  agency  views.  These  views  cor¬ 


roborated  the  task  group’s  conclusions.  The 
task  group’s  recommendation  to  reject  was 
also  published  for  private  sector  comment  In 
a  Federal  Register  notice  (page  17994,  Vol. 
39,  No.  100— Wednesday,  May  22,  1974) .  Two 
of  the  three  private  sector  comments  received 
favored  rejection  of  the  Commission’s  recom¬ 
mendation. 

m.  Recommendation  D-7.  “Require  that 
consideration  be  given  to  the  direct  procure¬ 
ment  of  products  made  in  the  United  States 
from  sources  available  to  overseas  activities 
when  such  sources  are  cost-effective.” 

Executive  Branch  Position.  The  executive 
branch  has  accepted  this  recommendation. 
There  is,  however,  a  stipulation  that  such 
procurement  be  limited  to  those  items  desig¬ 
nated  for  decentralized  management  under 
provisions  of  the  National  Supply  System  and 
the  Coordinated  Procurement  Program.  It  Is 
believed  that  the  intent  of  this  recommenda¬ 
tion  is  already  in  practice  as  part  of  the 
supply/procurement  regulations  and  operat¬ 
ing  practice.  Therefore,  no  implementing  doc¬ 
ument  other  than  this  notice  will  be  issued. 

IV,  Recommendation  D-IS.  “Change  the 
late  proposal  clause  regarding  Automatic 
Data  Processing  Equipment  (ADPE)  to  con¬ 
form  to  other  Government  procurement 
practices.” 

Executive  Branch  Positions.  The  recom¬ 
mendation  has  bebn  adopted  and  imple¬ 
mented  by  Federal  Procurement  Regulations 
Amendment  118  dated  September  20,  1973. 
(See  Federal  Register,  Vol.  38,  No.  187 — 
Tuesday,  September  27, 1973.) 

V.  Recommendation  E-4.  “Repeal  the  stat¬ 
utory  six-percent  limitation  on  A-E  fees. 
Authorize  the  Office  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy  to  provide  appropriate  policy  guide¬ 
lines  to  ensiu'e  consistency  of  action  and 
protection  of  the  Government’s  interest.” 

Executive  Branch  Positions.  The  recom¬ 
mendation  has  been  accepted.  Legislative  im¬ 
plementation  will  be  proposed  by  GSA 
through  the  existing  legislative  process. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
5,  1974. 

R.  E.  Zechman, 
Associate  Administrator  for 
Federal  Management  Policy. 

(FR  Doc.74-18636  Filed  6-12-74:8:46  am] 


INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL 
(COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 
PECCO  COAL  COMPANY,  INC. 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit:  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Notice  of  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Public  Hearing 

Application  for  a  Renewal  Permit  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969  has  been  received  for  the 
item  of  equipment  in  underground  coal 
mine  as  follows: 

ICP  Docket  No.  4193-000,  Pecco  Coal  Com¬ 
pany.  Inc.,  Mine  No.  4,  Mine  ID  No.  16  04236 
0,  Belfry,  Kentucky. 

ICP  Permit  No.  4193-001— R  1  (Joy  Cutting 
Machine,  Ser.  No.  97). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an 
application  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  on  or  before  Aug.  28, 1974,  Requests 
for  public  hearing  must  be  filed  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  30  CFR  Part  505  (35  PR 


11296iJ|^  15, 1970),  as  amended,  copies 
of  wh^Pl^y  be  obtained  from  the  Panel 
upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 
Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
'FR  Doc.74-18426  Filed  8-12-74:8:45  am) 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
Lists  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  August  8,  1974  (44  USC 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529). 

New  Forms 

None. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  Education:  National  Assessment  of 
Educational  Progress,  Form  OE-2371,  sin¬ 
gle  time,  Planchon,  school  principals. 
n.S.  Civil  Service  Commission:  Wage  Data 
Collection  Form,  Form  FWS2,  annually, 
Caywood,  Firms  engaged  In  manufactur¬ 
ing,  wholesale  trades,  and  transportation. 

Extensions 

None. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
IFB  Doc.74-18683  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  600-1] 

BBI,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

August  6,  1974. 

The  common  stock  of  BBI,  Inc.,  being 
traded  on  the  American  Stock  Exchange 
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and  the  Philadelplila-Baltlmore-Wash- 
ington  Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  and  all  oUier  securities  of  BBI,  Inc, 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchanges  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  inational  securities  exchange  Is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors: 

Therefore,  pmsuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)(5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such  secu¬ 
rities  on  the  above  mentioned  exchange 
and  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se(ni- 
rities  exchange  Is  suspended,  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  from  August  7,  1974  through  Au¬ 
gust  16,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Georgx  a.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18529  Piled  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


[811-2366] 

FIDELITY  MUTUAL  INCOME  INVESTORS 

Notice  of  Proposal  To  Terminate 
Registration 

August  7,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposes,  pursuant  to  section 
8(f)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”),  to  declare  by  order  upon 
its  own  motion  that  Fidelity  Mutual  In¬ 
come  Investors  (“Fund”)  (Fidelity  Mu¬ 
tual  Life  Building,  South  Penn  ^uare, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101),  reg¬ 
istered  imder  the  Act  as  a  closed-end, 
non-diversifled  management  investment 
company,  has  ceased  to  be  an  investment 
company. 

Fund  filed  a  Notification  of  Registra¬ 
tion  on  Form  N-8A  and  a  Registration 
Statement  on  Form  N-8B-1  with  the 
Commission  on  March  30,  1973.  On  that 
same  date.  Fund  also  filed  a  Form  S-4 
Registration  Statement  under  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  of  1933  (“1933  Act”) . 

The  Commission’s  records  indicates 
that  the  sponsor  of  the  Fund,  The  Fidel¬ 
ity  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  has 
decided  not  to  ccmtinue  with  the  Fund. 
No  shares  of  the  Fund  were  ever  sold,  nor 
did  it  acquire  any  assets.  The  Fund’s 
1933  Act  Registration  Statement  never 
became  effective,  and  was  withdrawn  on 
April  24,  1974. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that,  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  its  own  motion  or  upon  applica¬ 
tion,  finds  that  a  registered  Investment 
company  has  ceased  to  be  an  Investment 
company,  it  shall  so  declare  by  order, 
and,  upon  the  effectiveness  of  such  order, 
the  registration  of  such  company  shall 
cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
September  3,  1974  at  5:30  pm.,  .submit 
to  the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accom¬ 


panied  by  a  statement  aa  to  the  nature 
of  his  Interest,  the  reastm  for  such  re¬ 
quest.  and  the  Issues  of  fact  or  law  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  If  the  Ccnninis- 
slon  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  communication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  personally  or  by  mall  (air  mall 
If  the  person  being  serv^  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  erf  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  the  Fund  at  the  address  set 
forth  above.  Proof  of  su(^  servl<»  (by 
afildavlt,  or  in  case  of  an  attomey-at- 
law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provldde  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  matter  win  be 
Issued  as  of  course  following  said  date 
unless  the  Commission  thereafter  orders 
a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing,  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered,  wIU  receive  notice 
of  further  developments  In  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (If 
ordered)  and  any  p>ostponCTients 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18531  Piled  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

NICOA  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

August  6,  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  In  the  common 
stock  of  Nicoa  Corporation  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  is  required  in  the  public  Inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  Investors: 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Ehichange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  Is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  August  7, 
1974  through  August  16, 1974. 

By  the  Commisslon. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18530  Piled  8-12-74:8:45  am] 
[811-2221] 

PROVIDENT  MANAGEMENT  CORP. 

Notice  of  Proposal  To  Terminate 
Registration 

August  6,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ccxn- 
mlssiim  pr(HX)ses,  pursuant  to  Section 
8(f)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”)  (3  Penn  Center  Plaza,  Phil¬ 
adelphia.  Pennsylvania  19102) ,  to  declare 


by  order  upon  Its  own  motion  that  Provi¬ 
dent  Family  Investment  Flans  (“Com¬ 
pany").  restored  under  the  Act  as  a 
unit  investment  trust,  has  ceased  to  be 
an  Investment  company. 

The  Company  was  registered  under  the 
Act  by  filing  a  Notification  of  Registra¬ 
tion  on  Form  N-8A  with  the  Commission 
on  August  19,  1971.  On  August  23,  1971, 
the  Company  filed  a  Registration  State¬ 
ment  on  Form  N-8B-2  and  a  Form  S-6 
Registration  Statement  under  the  Se¬ 
curities  Act  of  1933  (“1933  Act”) ,  which 
1933  Act  Registration  Statement  was 
withdrawn  on  April  19, 1974. 

The  Commission’s  records  indicate  that 
the  Company  never  commenced  opera¬ 
tions,  and  that  no  participant  payments 
were  ever  received  by  the  Company.  ’The 
sponsor  of  the  Company,  Provident  Man¬ 
agement  Corporation,  has  no  Intention 
of  ever  ccmimenclng  the  Company’s  op¬ 
erations. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  Its  own  motion  or  upon  a4H>ll- 
cati^  finds  a  registered  Investment 
company  has  ceased  to  be  an  Investment 
company.  It  ^all  so  declare  by  order, 
and,  upon  the  effectiveness  of  su(±i  order, 
the  registration  of  such  cmnpany  shall 
cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1974,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  Inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the 
issues  oi  fact  or  law  propoi^  to  be  con¬ 
troverted.  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communl- 
catiem  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C,  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
man  (air  mall  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  the  Fund  at  the 
address  set  forth  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  afBdavlt  or.  In  case  of  an 
attomey-at-law,  by  certificate)  shaU  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  (rf  the 
matter  will  be  issued  as  of  course  follow¬ 
ing  said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered,  win 
receive  notice  of  further  developments  In 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  iiostpone- 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18532  Piled  8-12-74;8:45  am] 
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SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[License  No.  03/06-0016] 

BRI  CORP. 

License  Surrender 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  BRI  Cor¬ 
poration  (BRI) ,  2138  niuminating  Build¬ 
ing,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44113  has  surren¬ 
dered  its  license  to  operate  as  a  small 
business  Investment  company  under  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended  (Act) .  BRI  was  licensed  by 
the  Small  Business  Administration  on 
January  11, 1971. 

Under  the  authority  vested  by  the  Act 
and  pursuant  to  the  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder,  the  surrender  of  the 
license  was  accepted,  effective  June  6, 
1974,  and  accordingly,  all  rights,  privi¬ 
leges,  and  franchises  derived  therefrom 
have  been  terminated. 

Dated:  August  6, 1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 

^  for  Investment. 

[FE  Doc.74-18491  Plied  6-12-74:8:45  wnj 


TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[TKA-W-240] 

JOHN  SWENSON  GRANITE  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Investigation  Regarding  Workers’ 
Petition  for  Determination 

On  the  basis  of  a  petition  filed  under 
section  301(a)(2)  of  the  Trade  Expan¬ 
sion  Act  of  1962,  on  behalf  of  the  workers 
and  former  workers  of  John  Swenson 
Granite  Co.,  Inc.,  Concord,  N.H.,  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission,  on  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1974,  instituted  an  investigation 
under  section  301(c)  (2)  of  the  Act  to  de¬ 
termine  whether,  as  a  result  in  major 
part  of  concessions  granted  imder  trade 
agreements,  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  manufactured  granite  (of 
the  types  provided  for  in  item  513.74  of 
the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States)  produced  by  said  firm  are  being 
imported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
Increased  quantities  as  to  cause,  or 
threaten  to  cause,  the  unemployment  or 
underemployment  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof. 

The  optional  public  hearing  afforded 
by  law  has  not  been  requested  by  the 
petitioners.  Any  other  party  showing  a 
proper  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  hear¬ 
ing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  on  or 
before  August  23, 1974. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  OfiQce  of  the 
Secretary,  United  States  Tariff  Commis¬ 
sion,  8th  and  E  Streets,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  at  the  New  York  City  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Tariff  Commission  located  at 
6  World  Trade  Center. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  August  8, 1974. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doe.74-18640  Filed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  HeaHh 
Administration 

STANDARDS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
MARINE  TERMINAL  FACILITIES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  Standards 
Advisory  Committee  on  Marine  Terminal 
Facilities,  established  imder  section  7(b) 
of  the  Williams- Steiger  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (  29  UB.C. 
656),  will  meet  on  Tuesday,  September 
17,  and  Wednesday,  September  18,  1974, 
starting  at  9  am.  in  Coherence  Room  B, 
Departmental  Auditorium,  Constitution 
Avenue  between  12th  and  14th  Streets, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Standards  Advisory  Committee  on 
Marine  Terminal  Facilities  will  continue 
review  of  the  proposed  safety  regulations. 
Safety  and  Health  Regulations  for  Long- 
shoring,  with  respect  to  Marine  Termi¬ 
nals,  to  recommend  proposed  standards 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health. 

Written  data,  views,  or  suguments  con¬ 
cerning  the  subjects  to  be  considered  may 
be  filed,  together  with  20  copies  thereof, 
with  the  Committee  Management  OfiBcer 
by  close  of  business  September  13,  1974. 
Such  submissions  may  also  be  filed  with 
the  Committee  Management  Officer  at 
the  meeting.  Any  such  submissions  will 
be  provided  to  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  will  be  Included  in  the  record 
of  the  meeting. 

Persons  wishing  to  make  an  oral  pres¬ 
entation  to  the  committee  should  submit 
a  jvritten  request  to  be  heard,  together 
with  20  copies  thereof,  to  the  Committee 
Management  Officer  no  later  than  the 
close  of  business  September  13,  1974. 
The  request  must  contain  the  name  of 
the  person  who  wishes  to  make  a  presen¬ 
tation,  whom  he  represents,  a  short  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  intended  presentation,  and 
an  estimate  of  the  amount  of  time  that 
will  be  needed.  Oral  presentations  will  be 
scheduled  at  the  discretion  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  Chairman. 

Communications  should  be  addressed 
to: 

A.  W.  CampbeU 
Committee  Management  Office 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

1726  M  Street  NW.,  Room  200 
Washington,  D.C.  20210 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.74-18644  FUed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  669] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

August  8,  1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 


cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  cm  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  Interested.  No 
amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
August  13,  1974. 

FF-426  Sub  1,  Express  Forwarding  and  Stor- 
'  age  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  October  9,  1974. 
at  New  York,  New  York,  is  postponed  to 
October  16,  1974,  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  128024  Sub-7,  Building  Transportation 
Company,  now  being  assigned  Septem¬ 
ber  12,  1974  (1  day),  at  Dallas,  Texas,  in 
Room  6A16-17,  Federal  Building,  1100 
Commerce  Street. 

MC-C;-8371,  MiUer  Moving  and  Storage.  Inc., 
Lyon  Moving  &  Storage  Co.,  and  U.S.  Van 
Lines,  Inc. — Investigation  of  Operations, 
now  being  assigned  September  13,  1974  (1 
day),  at  Dallas,  Texas,  in  Room  6A15-17, 
Federal  BuUding,  1100  Commerce  Street. 
MC  133975  Sub  4,  Flamingo  Transportation, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  September  17,  1974,  will 
be  held  in  the  Florida  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  Hearing  Room,  Krc^er  Executive 
Center,  Albany  Bldg.,  Suite  121,  8400  NW. 
52d  St.,  Miami,  Fla. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18547  FUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


[Arndt.  5  to  Special  Permission  No.  74-1826] 

COMMON  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS, 

EXPRESS  AND  PROPERTY  (EXCEPT 

MOTOR  COMMON  CARRIERS) 

Surcharges  to  Offset  Increases  in  Fuel 
Costs 

August  9,  1974. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  orders  en¬ 
tered  herein  on  December  13,  1973,  Jan¬ 
uary  10,  1974,  January  31,  1974, 

March  11,  1974,  and  June  18,  1974; 

It  appearing,  that,  “On  December  13, 
1974,  Special  Permission  No.  74-1825  was 
granted  on  what  may  be  termed  an  ex¬ 
perimental  basis,  in  an  atmosphere  of 
transportation  crisis,  to  permit  the  pass¬ 
through  in  an  expeditious  manner  of  the 
rapidly  Increasing  fuel  costs  by  all  com¬ 
mon  carriers  and  freight  forwarders.  In¬ 
vestigation  of  Impact  of  Rising  Costs  on 

Motor  Common  Carriers, _ I.C.C _ 

(decided  July  8, 1974) ; 

It  further  appearing,  that  “fuel  costs 
and  other  expenses  have  leveled  out 
somewhat  and  that  the  emergency  condi¬ 
tions  which  gave  rise  to  this  situation 
[need  for  surcharges]  have  now  passed’’ 
ibid; 

It  further  appearing,  that  “any  future 
increases  [in  fuel]  which  may  take  place 
can  be  handled  under  our  normal  in¬ 
crease  procedures”  ibid; 

It  further  appearing,  that  Special  Per¬ 
mission  74-1825  as  amended  provides  as 
follows: 

Any  surcharge  established  hereunder  shall 
be  maintained  separately  and  not  included 
In  the  rate  or  fare  structure  unless  other¬ 
wise  specifically  authorized  by  the  (lommis- 
Mon.  Each  publication  filed  hereunder  shall 
provide  that  the  surcharge  increase  will  be 
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applied  to  the  rates,  fares,  or  charges  before 
any  other  increase  that  becomes  effective  on 
or  after  the  effective  date  of  this  order,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  specifically  authorized  by  the 
Commission.  Each  tariff  subject  to  a  sur¬ 
charge  shall  provide  a  clear  and  definite 
method  of  determining  the  rate,  fare,  or 
charge  upon  which  the  surcharge  is  to  be 
computed  or  to  which  it  is  to  be  applied 
when  such  rate,  fare,  or  charge  has  been 
specifically  changed.  No  surcharge  filed  here¬ 
under  shall  provide  for  any  exceptions  (non¬ 
application)  with  respect  to  any  particular 
traffic. 

And  it  further  appearing,  that  by  the 
terms  of  Amendment  3  to  Special  Per¬ 
mission  No.  74-1825,  March  11,  1974,  the 
special  permission,  authorizing  common 
carriers,  other  than  motor  common  car¬ 
riers,  to  maintain  surcharges  for*  in¬ 
creased  fuel  costs,  is  scheduled  to  expire 
on  March  15,  1975,  “unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Commission”; 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  expiration  date 
shown  in  p>aragraph  “5”  of  the  original 
order  herein  as  amended  cm  March  11, 
1974,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  further  amended 
to  read  “with  September  30,  1974”. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  except  as 
otherwise  authorized  herein,  all  sur¬ 
charges  must  be  specifically  canceled  by 
tariff  publication  effective  on  or  before 
October  1,  1974,  upon  not  less  than  30 
days’  notice,  and  the  authority  ccmveyed 
by  Special  Permission  No.  74-1825,  as 
amended,  may  not  be  used  to  republish 
such  surcharges  or  to  file  new  or  changed 
surcharges  after  the  date  of  service  of 
this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  surcharge 
tables  3  and  3-G,  of  Tariff  of  Increased 
Rates  and  Charges  X-305-A,  Traffic  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Association — Eastern  Railroads, 
Agent,  ICC  No.  C-1032,  joint  with  other 
agents,  to  the  extent  they  are  effective  or 
become  effective,  may  be  retained  with¬ 
out  change  as  rate  and  charge  increase 
tables,  without  further  direct  connection 
with  increases,  if  any,  in  fuel  costs,  and 
all  such  maintenance  thereafter  shall  be 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
Special  Permission  73-3440  (governing 
the  said  master  tariff)  not  contrary 
hereto,  except  that  the  refund  clause  in 
the  ordering  paragraph  1(a)  thereof 
shall  not  apply  to  such  tables  maintained 
without  change. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  sur¬ 
charges  published  under  the  authority 
of  Special  Permission  No.  74-1825,  other 
than  those  embraced  in  the  preceding 
paragraph,  not  voluntarily  canceled  on 
or  before  September  30,  1974,  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  declared  void  and  will 
be  stricken  from  the  files  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  the  date  of  expiration  of  Special 
Permission  74-1825. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  car¬ 
riers  having  surcharges  published  under 
the  authority  of  Special  Permission  74- 
1825  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  permitted 


’  In  view  of  the  extended  notice  period 
accorded  those  carriers  subject  to  74-1825 
by  this  order.  It  is  not  anticipated  that  spe¬ 
cial  permission  wUl  be  granted  to  permit 
tariff  schedules  to  become  effective  to  re¬ 
place  the  surcharge  on  less  than  statutory 
notice. 


to  file  tariff  schedules  on  statutoiy  no¬ 
tice  '  Increasing  the  base  rate  (rate  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  surcharge),  by  conversion 
table  or  otherwise,  by  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  the  surchai^,  subject  to  cancel¬ 
lation  of  the  surcharge  and  possible 
protest  and  suspension. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18546  PUed  8-12-74:8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
August  8,  1974. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  imder  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  1065(a)),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  within  10  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication.  A  copy  must  also  be  served 
upon  applicant  or  its  representative. 
Protests  against  the  elimination  of  a 
gateway  wdll  not  operate  to  stay  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  imder  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-2368  (Sub-No.  E12)  (COR¬ 
RECTION)  ,  filed  May  29, 1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  July  16,  1974. 
Applicant;  BRALEEY- WILLETT  TANK 
LINES,  P.O.  Box  495,  Richmond,  Va. 
23204.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ward 
W.  Johnson  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Edible  animal  oils  (except 
liquid  cocoa  butter)  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  West  Virginia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West 
Virginia-Virginia  State  line,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Charleston, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  64  to 
the  West  Virginia-Kentucky  State  line,  to 
points  in  Maryland  on  and  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  clearly  describe  the  origin  territory. 

No.  MC-14552  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant;  J.  V.  Mc- 
NICHOLAS  TRANSPORTATION,  P.O. 
Box  749,  Youngstown,  Ohio  44501.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  James  R.  Grace 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  in'egular  routes,  transporting: 
Steel  mill  equipment,  materials,  and 


supplies  (except  commodities  bulk  and 
rolling  mill  rolls),  from  points  in  Ohio 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake 
Erie  and  the  Ohio  State  line,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Ohio  Highway  11  to  the  Ohio 
River,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania  within 
35  miles  of  Youngstown,  Ohio.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Youngstown,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-14552  (Sub-No.  E6),  Filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  V.  McNICH- 
OLAS  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  749,  Youngstown,  Ohio  44501.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  R.  Grace 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  . 
Steel  mill  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
rolling  mill  rolls),  from  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
New  Jersey,  and  points  in  New  York,  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
junction  of  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  15, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line,  to  points 
in  Ohio,  and  those  in  Pennsylvania 
within  35  miles  of  Youngstown,  Ohio.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Youngstown,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-14552  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant;  J.  V.  McNICH- 
OLAS  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  749,  Youngstown,  Ohio  44501.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  R.  Grace 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Steel  mill  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
rolling  mill  rolls) ,  from  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Wisconsin-Hlinois  State  line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  151  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  Wisconsin  Highway  33, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  33  to 
Lake  Michigan,  to  points  in  Ohio  north 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  and  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  43  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  its  intersection  with  Ohio 
Highway  17,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
17  to  its  intersection  with  Ohio  Highway 
252,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  252  to 
Lake  Erie,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania 
within  35  miles  of  Youngstown,  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Youngstown,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  WILLS  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  St.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pig  iron,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Wayne  and  Monroe  Coimties, 
Mich.,  within  40  miles  of  Monroe,  to 
points  in  Indiana.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Lucas  County,  Ohio. 
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No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E3).  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WHiLS 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paxil  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Crushed  raw  limestone,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  pioints  in 
Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia  within 
50  miles  of  Wierton,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Ohio  within  50  miles  of  Wierton.  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Calcium  chloride,  in  bulk, 
in  dump  vehicles,  from  the  site  of  the 
storage  facilities  of  the  Terminal  Im¬ 
port-Export  Company  at  Lorain,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  West  Virginia  within  50 
miles  of  Wierton,  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Pennsylvania  within  50  miles 
of  Wierton,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paxil  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215,  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sand,  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  Michigan,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania 
and  West  Virginia  ■witliin  50  miles  of 
Wierton,  W.  Va.  'The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Ohio  within  50  miles  of  Wier¬ 
ton,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E6) ,  filed  May 
22,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  2535  Center  St.,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44113.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  St.,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Petroleum  coke,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Robinson,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia  within 
50  miles  of  Wierton,  W.  Va.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Ohio  within  50  miles  of  Wier¬ 
ton,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  Ell) ,  filed  May 
22,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Recarbonizing  coke,  in  bags,  from 
points  in  Wayne  and  Monroe  Counties, 
Mich.,  within  40  miles  of  Monroe,  Mich., 
to  points  in  Ohio  and  Pennsylvania.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Toledo,  Ohio. 


No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
Jime  2,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
St.,  Colxunbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Salt,  in  bulk,  from  Wat¬ 
kins  Glen,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Kentucky 
and  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Cleveland 
and  Pairport,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  St., 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  8  E.  Broad 
St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Rock  salt,  in  bulk,  from 
Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  that  part  of  West  Virginia  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  77,  that  part  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  east  of  U.S.  Highway  21,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Cleveland  and  Pairport,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  St., 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Axithority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregxilar  routes, 
transporting:  Crushed  raw  limestone,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Steuben  Coxmty,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan  (except  St.  Joseph,  Branch,  Kala¬ 
mazoo,  and  Calhoun  Counties).  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Williams,  Defiance, 
Fulton,  and  Henry  Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
Jmie  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sand,  in  bulk,  from  Toledo, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Ohio  (except  C?uya- 
hoga,  Geauga,  Portage,  and  Lorain  Coxm- 
ties).  ’The  pxxrpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Monroe,  Mich., 
and  points  in  Michigan  within  40  miles 
of  Monroe. 

No,  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E453),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Clyde  W.  CTarver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Bananas 
and  coconuts  and  pineapples,  when  mov¬ 
ing  in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the  same 
time  with  bananas,  from  points  in  New 
Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Atlantic  City  and  extending  along  U.S. 


40  to  its  jxmction  with  New  Jersey  Sec¬ 
ondary  Highway  552,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Secondary  Highway  552  to  its 
jxmction  with  New  Jersey  Highway  47, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  47  to 
its  jxmction  with  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  Del¬ 
aware  River,  to  points  in  Mississippi  on. 
west,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Alabama-Mississippi  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  its 
jxmction  with  U.S.  Highway  49,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  its  jxmction 
with  U.S.  Highway  98,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  98  to  Natchez.  'The  pxxrpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC-85130  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  5,  1974.  Applicant:  BRADLEY’S 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  141  Berlin  Turnpike, 
Berlin,  Conn.  06037.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  A.  David  Millner  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  xmusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  eqxiipment, 
and  those  injxirioxis  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading) ,  between  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Middletown,  Conn.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  points  in  that  part  of 
Massachusetts  east  of  a  line  extending 
from  Plymouth,  Mass.,  thence  along 
Massachusetts  Highway  3  to  jxmction 
Massachusetts  Highway  27,  thence  along 
Massachusetts  Highway  27  to  jxmction 
Massachusetts  Highway  106,  thence 
along  Massachusetts  Highway  106  to 
jxmction  Massachusetts  Highway  36, 
thence  along  Massachusetts  Highway  36 
to  jxmction  Massachusetts  Highway  27, 
thence  along  Massachusetts  Highway  27 
to  East  Bridgewater,  thence  along  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Highway  18  to  junction  Mas- 
sachxisetts  Highway  14,  thence  along 
Massachusetts  Highway  14  to  Brockton, 
thence  along  Massachusetts  Highway  27 
to  Natick,  thence  along  Massachxisetts 
Highway  126  to  jxmction  Interstate 

Highway,  495,  thence  along  Interstate 

Highway  495  to  junction  Interstate 

Highway  93,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  93  to  Massachxisetts-New 

Hampshire  State  line.  The  pxxrpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E454),  filed 
May  16, 1974.  Applicant:  WA’TKINS  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Road,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Au- 
thoidty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Banands  and 
coconuts  and  pineapples,  when  moving 
in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the  same  time 
with  bananas,  from  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  15. 
to  points  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama-Georgia 
State  line,  and  ext^ding  along  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  its  jxmction  with  Alabama 
Highway  21,  thence  along  Alabama 
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Hishway  21  to  its  lunction  with  Alabama 
Highway  59,  thence  along  Alabama 
Highway  59  to  its  JuncUon  with  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  its  Juncticm  with 
US.  Highway  45,  thence  along  UA 
Highway  45  to  the  Alabama-Georgia 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E542)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  file(i  May  9,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  July  3,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant;  WATKINS  MCDTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Clyde  W. 
Carver,  5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Canned  goods,  from  Bridgeton,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Texas.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Baltimore,  Md.,  and  points  in  Pike  and 
Spaulding  Counties,  Ga.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  correct  the  "E" 
number — ^previously  published  as  E42. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E543)  (COR¬ 
RECTION)  ,  filed  May  9,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Registek  Jiily  3, 1974.  Ap- 
pUcant;  WATKINS  MCyrOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Clyde  W. 
Carver,  5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.  Suite  212, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Frozen  foods,  from  Bridgeton,  N.J., 
to  points  in  MlsslsslppL  'The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Richmond,  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  correct  the  “E”  number — 
previously  published  as  E43. 

Na  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E106),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  AppUcant;  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Richard  W.  May  (Same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Plastic 
pipe  (except  oilfield  commodities  as  de¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  Mercer  Ex¬ 
tension — oa  Field  Commodities.  74 
M.C.C.  459)  from  Mount  Vernon,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Nevada.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  PI;. 
Smith,  Ark. 

No.  M(^100666  (Sub-No.  E108),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant;  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  r^re- 
sentatlve;  Richard  W.  May  (Same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Aluminum 
doors  and  mndotos,  complete  with  glass 
panes,  and  accessories  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation  thereof  from  Florence,  Ky,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  and  California,  points 
in  Colorado  on  and  south  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  50,  points  in  Idaho  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  80,  points  in  Nevada 
and  Oregon,  points  in  Utah  on  and  south 
of  a  line  from  the  Utah-Colorado  State 


line  along  UB.  Highway  40  to  the  Junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Hi^way  189,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  189  to  the  Junction  cd  UB. 
Highways  6  and  50,  thence  aloog  UB. 
IBghways  6  and  50  to  the  Utah-Nevada 
State  line,  and  points  in  Washington. 

’Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Tap  City,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E109),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  AppUcant;  MELTON 
’TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Richard  W.  May  (Same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  (^rate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motw  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Aluminum 
windows  and  doors  from  Moimtaln  Pine, 
Ark.,  to  points  in  Mirhiga-n,  Ohio,  and 
Wisconsin.  TThe  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  T8«>  City, 
Ark. 

No.  M(3-100666  (Sub-No.  El  10) ,  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant;  KfELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Ai^Ucant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Richard  W.  May  (Same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motm:  v^cle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Doors 
and  windows,  from  Dierks,  Ark.,  to  p(^ts 
in  Maine.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gatewas^  of  points 
within  250  mUes  of  Texarkana,  Tex.,  and 
Irving,  Tex. 

Na  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
ShrevepOTt,  La.  71107.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (Same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Doors 
and  windows,  from  Brcdien  Bow,  Okla., 
to  points  in  Maine.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  within  250  miles  of  Texarkana, 
Tex.,  and  Irving,  Tex. 

Na  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E274),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Aj^Ucant’s  represent¬ 
ative;  John  Nelson  (Same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Philadelphia  and  Marcus  H<x>k,  Pa.,  to 
points  to  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  and  Vermcmt.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  M0107403  (Sub-No.  E275) ,  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACR, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (Same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motm*  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  to  tank  vehicles,  from 
Philadelphia  and  Marcus  Hook,  to 
points  to  West  Virginia  within  150  miles 
of  Monongahela,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eltoUnate  the  gateway  of 
Ekigle  Point,  N.J.,  and  Somerset,  Pa, 


No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E276) ,  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACK, 
INC..  10  West  Baltimore  Ava,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Jcton  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  to  points  to  IlUnols,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  and  Wisconsin.  The 
purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  ZanesviUe  and  Condit,  Ohio, 
and  the  plant  site  of  the  B.  F.  Goodrich 
Company,  in  Milan  Township  (Alien 
County),  Ind.  (approximately  13  miles 
east  of  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.) . 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E277),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant;  MATLACK, 
INC..  10  West  BcJtimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to.  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  c^cium  chloride) ,  in  bulk,  to  tank 
or  hopper  vehicles,  from  points  to  Penn¬ 
sylvania  within  150  mUes  of  Mononga¬ 
hela,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Vermont,  and  New  Hampshire. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Lewiston,  Pa.,  and  Solvay, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E278),  filed 
May  29,  1974,  AppUcant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  within  150  mUes  of  Monon¬ 
gahela,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  ancl  Maryland.  The  pmpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Lewiston,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E279) ,  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  within  150  miles  of  Monon¬ 
gahela,  Pa.,  to  points  in  IlUnols  and  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to 
eUmlnate  the  gateway  of  Zanesville, 
Ohio,  and  the  plant  site  of  B.  F.  Good¬ 
rich  Company,  in  Milan  Township  (Allen 
County),  Ind.  (approximately  13  miles 
east  of  Fort  Wasme,  Ind.) , 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  280),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (Same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Dry  chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  to  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  within  150  miles 
of  Monongahela,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
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and  West  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Pittsbiu'gh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E281),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (Same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Paint 
materials  and  plastics,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
within  150  miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas,  and  Okla¬ 
homa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Natrium, 

W.  Va.,  and  Circleville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E282).  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACTK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (Same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  plas¬ 
tics  and  dry  resins,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  within 
150  miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  and 
Kansas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
and  Circleville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E283),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (Same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  plas¬ 
tics,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  frcxn 
points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Pataskala  and  Circleville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E284),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  derivatives  of  coal 
tar) ,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  within 
150  miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Natrium, 
W.  Va.,  and  South  Point,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E285),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregvilar  routes,  transporting:  Petro¬ 
leum  products  (except  petro  chemicals) , 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  within  150  miles  of  Monon¬ 
gahela,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken- 
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tucky,  Michigan,  Tennessee,  and  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Congo.  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E286),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  within  150  miles  of  Monon¬ 
gahela,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Tennessee.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Natriiun,  W.  Va.,  and  Iron- 
ton,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E287) ,  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiUar  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  and  Maryland 
within  150  miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Minnesota  and  Nebraska. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Natrium,  W.  Va.,  and  the 
plant  site  of  Baird  Chemicals  Industries, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Mapleton,  Ill. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E288) .  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
within  150  miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Wisccmsin.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Natrivun,  W.  Va.,  and  the  plant  site  of 
the  B.  P.  Goodrich  Company,  in  Milan 
Township  (AUen  Coimty) ,  Ihd.  (approx¬ 
imately  13  miles  east  of  Port  Wayne, 
Ind.). 

No.  MC-110098  (Sub-No.  E55),  filed 
May  17.  1974.  Applicant:  ZERO  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES  EXPRESS  SERV¬ 
ICE,  P.O.  Box  20380,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
78220.  Applicant’s  representative:  T.  W. 
Cothren  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Meat,  meat  products,  and 
meat  byproducts,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certif¬ 
icates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  frozen 
vegetables,  frozen  fruits,  and  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  fish  and  shrimp,  when 
moving  at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  frozen  vegetables,  frozen 
fruits,  or  frozen  berries,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Oregon  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  97  to  points 
in  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  that  part  of  Illi¬ 
nois  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  6. 


29063 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC-110098  (Sub-No.  E56),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  AppUcant:  ZERO  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES  EXPRESS  SERV¬ 
ICE,  P.O.  Box  20380,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
78220.  Applicant’s  representative;  T.  W. 
Cothren  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Frozen  vegetables,  frozen 
fruits,  and  frozen  berries,  and  frozen 
fish  and  shrimp,  when  moving  at  the 
same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
frozen  vegetables,  frozen  fruits,  or  frozen 
berries,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
Oregon  to  points  in  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  Virginia,  and  Tennessee.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC-110098  (Sub-No.  E57),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant;  ZERO  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES  EXPRESS  SERV¬ 
ICE,  P.O.  Box  20380,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
78220.  Applicant’s  representative;  T.  W. 
Cothren  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  vegetables,  frozen 
fruits,  and  frozen  berries,  and  frozen 
fish  and  shrimp,  when  moving  at  the 
same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
frozen  vegetables,  frozen  fruits,  or  frozen 
berries,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Idaho  on,  east,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Utah-Idaho 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  highway 
191  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  30N,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30N  to  Jimction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  the  Idaho-Oregon  State  line,  and 
that  part  of  Oregon  on,  south,  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Idaho-Oregon 
State  line,  thence  along  Oregon  Highway 
201  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  97,  th»ice  along  U.S.  Highway 
97  to  the  (Z^egon-Callfomia  State  line, 
to  points  in  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Tennessee,  Ohio,  that  part  of  Illi¬ 
nois  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  36, 
and  that  part  of  Indiana  (xi  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  36.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC-110098  (Sub-No.  E58),  filed 
May  17, 1974.  Applicant;  ZERO  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  LINES  EXPRESS  SERVICE, 
P.O.  Box  20380,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  78220. 
Applicant’s  representative:  T.  W.  Coth¬ 
ren  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Oregon  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Idaho-Oregon  State  line,  thence  along 
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Oregon  Highway  201  to  Junction  UJS. 
Highway  20.  thence  along  UH.  Hl^way 
20  to  junction  UH.  Highway  97,  thence 
along  UH.  mghway  97  to  the  Oregon- 
Califomla  State  line,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
that  part  of  Illinois  on  and  south  of  UJEk 
Highway  36,  and  that  part  of  Tnrtlana  on 
and  south  of  U5.  Highway  36.  Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC-1 10098  (Sub-No.  E59),  filed 
May  17.  1974.  AppUcant;  ZERO  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES  EXPRESS  SERV¬ 
ICE,  P.O.  Box  20380,  San  Antonio.  Tkc. 
78220.  Applicant’s  representative;  T.  W. 
Cothren  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irr^nlar 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  meats.  In 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Idaho  on,  east,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Utah-Idaho 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  mgh- 
way  191  to  junction  UH.  Highway  SON, 
thence  along  UJS.  Highway  SON  to  junc¬ 
tion  UH.  Highway  30,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  30  to  the  Idaho-Oregon  State 
line,  to  points  in  Ohio,  that  part  of  Illi¬ 
nois  on  and  south  of  UH.  Highway  36, 
and  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  36.  TTie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E501),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Api^cant:  CHEMTCAT. 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  rout^  transport¬ 
ing:  lAguid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  North  (Carolina 
to  points  in  Or^on.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
S.  CJharleston,  W.  Va.,  and  Addyston, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (SlA-No.  E503),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant;  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O,  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative;  ThMnas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  rout^  transport¬ 
ing;  Liquid  chemicals  (except  bitumi¬ 
nous  products  and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  North  CTaro- 
llna  to  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  west  of  UH.  Highway  219. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Morgantown,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E504).  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  PtL  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motw  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals  (except  bituminous 
products  and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  frtxn  points  in  North  Carolina 
to  points  in  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose 


of  this  filing  is  to  eWminate  the  gateways 
of  Franklin,  Va.,  and  Newark,  JSJ, 

Na  MC-110525  (Sub-Na  ES05),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  ’IhMnas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle, 
over  irregular  rout^,  tran^xMling: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  t«.nir  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Ncn*^  Carolina  to 
points  in  South  Dakota.  The  purpose  oX. 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
S.  Cfiiarleston,  W.  Va.,  and  Addyston, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E509) ,  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Ai^Ucant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  p<^ts  in  North  Carolina  to 
pcdnts  in  Washington.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
S.  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  and  Addyston, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E510),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  tran^rUng:  Liquid 
Chemicals  (except  bituminous  products 
and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  North  Carolina  to  points 
in  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  ol  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Copper- 
hill,  Tenn.,  and  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E511),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  AppUcahl’S 
Representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sou^t  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  North  Carolina 
to  points  in  Wyoming.  The  purpose  of 
tills  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  S.  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  and  Addyston, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC%1 10525  (Sub-No.  E512),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Ai^llcant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals  as  defined  in  The 
Maxwell  Co.,  Extension — Addyston,  63 
M.C.C.  677,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  C^o  on  and 
north  of  UB.  Highway  30,  to  points  in 
Alabama.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Institute, 
W.  Va. 


No.  M(>-1 10525  (Sub-No.  E513),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC^  P.O.  Box 
200,  Dowlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  23,  to  points 
in  Arizona.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Institute, 
W.  Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E516),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  AM>llcant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(Same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
(H>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points 
In  Connecticut,  restricted  against  the 
transportatkm  of  latex  fixHn  Akron, 
Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.T. 

No.  M(3-l 10525  (Sub-No.  E521),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  C7HEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown.  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals.  In  bulk. 
In  tank  vehicles,  frmn  points  In  Ohio 
to  points  In  Idaho.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Institute,  W.  Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E523)  ,  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  OBrlen  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  mot(Mr  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transiting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  as  defined  In  The  Maxwell  Co., 
Extension — Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677,  in 
bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Ohio  to  points  In  Louisiana.  The  purpose 
of  tills  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Institute,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-Na  E524),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  ^plicant:  CHEIMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op>erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpxirting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from 
px>ints  In  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  south 
of  Interstate  Highway  80  to  points  in 
Maine.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Clalrton,  Pa., 
and  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E525),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  OHrlen  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  opierate  as 
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a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  as  defined  In  T?ie  Maxwell 
Co.,  Extension — Addyston  (except  blta- 
minous  products  and  materials),  from 
points  In  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  west 
of  UJ3.  Highway  23  to  points  In  Mary¬ 
land.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  FoUansbee,  W. 
Va.,  and  the  plant  sites  of  the  Aniline 
and  Solvay  Divisions  of  Allied  CHiemlcal 
Corporation,  in  Marshall  County,  W.  Va. 
(approximately  4  miles  south  of  Mounds- 
ville,  W.  Va.) . 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E526),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Aw>Ucant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common,  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  tranj^xirt- 
Ing:  Liquid  Chemicals,  tn  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  In  Ohio  to  points  In 
Massachusetts,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  latex  from  Akron, 
Ohk).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-110525  Sub-No.  E527),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  niwnas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  rout^,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  as  defined  In  The 
Maxwell  Co.,  Extension — Addyston,  63 
M.C.C.  677,  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  In  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West  Vir- 
glnla-Ohlo  State  line,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  93  to  jimctlon  UB.  lOghway  33, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  13,  thence  al<xig  n.S. 
Highway  13  to  Lake  Erie,  to  points  In 
MlsslssippL  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Institute. 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E332),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  me.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Oa.  30062.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  R  Bmm 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
sdf-propeUed  articles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more  (except  busses), 
and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts,  and 
supplies  moving  in  connection  therewith, 
restricted  to  the  transp>ortatlon  of  com¬ 
modities  when  moving  cm  trailers,  from 
points  In  that  part  of  Oklahoma  on,  west, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ok- 
lahoma-Kansas  State  line,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  177  to  Tonkawa,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Perry,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Tulsa,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  33  to  the  CMc- 
lahoma-Arkansas  State  line,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  I^nd,  axul  tlM  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Cedumbia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  ot 
Hooker  and  Toccoa,  Oa. 


No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E336),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS- 
PORTATTEON  COMPANY,  mC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Bom 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Self-propelled  articles,  each  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  poimds  or  more  (except  bus¬ 
es)  ,  and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts, 
and  supplies  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
commodities  moving  on  trailers,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Tennessee  within 
175  miles  of  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  and 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  Jimctlon  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  68,  thence  along  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  68  to  the  Tennessee-<jreor- 
gla  State  line,  to  points  in  Connecticut 
and  Delaware.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Toccoa, 
Ga. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E344),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS- 
PORTA'nON  COMPANY,  mC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  (except  knitting  ma¬ 
chines)  ,  the  transportation  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  between  points  in 
New  Hampshire,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Lincoln  and 
Unita  Counties,  Wyo.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Ringgold,  Ga.,  and  Chester,  HI. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E346),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  HOME  TRANS- 
PORTAHON  CXDMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Cla.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Virginia  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Bristol, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  58  to  Suffolk, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  32  to  the 
Vlrglnla-Nortti  Carolina  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Delaware;  and  (2)  between  Norfolk, 
Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Delaware  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Delaware- 
Maryland  State  line,  thence  along  Dela¬ 
ware  Highway  404  to  Junction  Delaware 
Highway  18,  thence  along  Delaware 
Highway  18  to  Nassau,  thence  along 
Delaware  EDghway  14  to  Dewey  Beach. 
The  pinpoee  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  North  Carolina. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E347),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Apidlcant:  HOME  TRANS- 
PORTA-nON  COMPANY.  INC..  P.O.  Box 
6426.  Station  A.  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Appllcant’i  representative:  Robert  E. 
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Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregidar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  becaiise  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  ot  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Virginia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Bristol, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Salem, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to  Lynch¬ 
burg,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  501 
to  Brookneal,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  40  to  Kenbridge,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  138  to  Junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  137,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  137  to  Danieltown,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  46  to  Lawrence- 
vllle,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway  58 
to  Virginia  Beach,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  and  Pennsylvania.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  North  Carolina. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E348),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS- 
PORTAnON  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Statl(m  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Maine  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  thence  along  Maine  High¬ 
way  161  to  Caribou,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  Machlas,  thence  along 
Maine  Hlghws^  92  to  Machiasport,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Iowa  on,  west,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Mlssouri 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  the  lowa- 
Nebraska  State  line.  'Die  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatewa3rs  of 
Elk  Park,  N.C.,  and  Johnson  City,  Tenn. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E637),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  PCX)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mlnnesota- 
Wisconsln  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  94  to  Junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  29,  thence  along  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  29  to  Jimctlon  Wisconsin 
Highway  22,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  22  to  Green  Bay.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E639),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  F(X)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
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(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Pocomoke  C?ity, 
Md.,  to  points  in  McKean,  Warren,  and 
Erie  Coimties,  Pa.,  and  points  In  that 
part  of  Missouri,  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri-Illinois 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  19, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  19  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  54,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  54  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to 
the  Missourl-Arkansas  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E641),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  RETOIGER- 
ATED  P(X)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Cambridge,  Md., 
to  points  in  McKean  County,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  65.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E642),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REPRIGEIR- 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Crisfield,  Md., 
to  points  in  McKean,  Warren,  and  Erie 
Counties,  Pa.,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Missouri  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Mississippi  River  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  junction 
Missouri  Highway  19,  thence  along  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  19  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  the  Missouri-Arkan- 
sas  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira, 
N.Y, 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E644),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Ohio 
to  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Connecticut  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  5.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y, 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E645),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant;  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Ohio 


to  points  in  Massachusetts.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E646)  .  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Ohio 
to  points  in  New  Hampshire.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E649),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Nebraska  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Missouri  River  and  extending  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  92  to  junction  Nebraska 
Highway  2,  thence  along  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  2  to  junction  U.S,  Highway  83, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  83  to  the  Ne¬ 
braska-South  Dakota  State  line  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin,  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  94 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  53,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
53,  to  the  Wisconsin-Minnesota  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Holly,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E650).  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  Havre  de  Grace, 
Md.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Da¬ 
kota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Holley,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E669),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Detroit,  Mich., 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York  (ex¬ 
cept  Rochester  and  points  within  75 
miles  thereof),  Pennsylvania,  Vermont, 
West  Virginia  (except  points  in  Cabell, 
Lincoln,  Wayne,  and  Logan  Counties), 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E670),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER- 


A’TED  PCX)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  seafood,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Maryland  east  of  the  Chesapeake 
Bay  and  south  of  the  Chesapeake  and 
Delaware  Canal  (except  Pocomoke  CTity, 
Cambridge,  and  Crisfield)  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Arkansas  on,  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  64  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
the  Arkansas-Missourl  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dundee.  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E672),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  seafood,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Virginia  east  of  the  Chesapeake 
Bay  to  points  in  that  part  of  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Maine-New  Hampshire  State  line 
and  extending  along  New  Hampshire 
Highway  26  to  junction  New  Hampshire 
Highway  16,  thence  along  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Highway  16  to  Berlin,  thence  along 
New  Hampshire  Highway  110  to  the  New 
Hampshire-Vermont  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E673),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transf>ort- 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  pointe  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and 
Oklahoma.  liie  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dundee, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-114019  (Sub-No.  E121), 
(CORRECTION) .  filed  May  3, 1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  July  1, 
1974.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  EMERY 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000  South 
Pulaski  Road,  Chicago,  HI.  60629.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Arthvu:  J.  Sibik 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Candy,  confectionery,  and  confec¬ 
tionery  produets,  (1)  from  points  in  New 
York  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  8  and 
those  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  11,  and  those  in  New 
Jersey  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  cmnmerclal  zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission  to  points  in  Iowa  and 
Wisconsin;  (2)  from  points  in  New  York 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11  and 
those  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  each  of 
U.S.  Highway  11  from  the  New  York- 
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Pennsylvania  State  line  to  its  Junction 
with  the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike  (NE. 
Extension),  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Turnpike  (NE.  Extension)  to  Philadel¬ 
phia,  to  points  in  KMitucky  on  and  west 
of  Interstate  Highway  75,  and  points  In 
Michigan  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  The  pvupose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eUminate  the  gateway 
of  Duryea,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  Is  to  redescribe  the  destinati(«i 
points  in  Pennsylvania. 

No.  MO-119531  (Sub-No.  E61),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E*aul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  CQJerate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fiberboard  containers, 
from  the  plant  and  warehouse  sites  of 
Fremont  Container  Company  at  Fre¬ 
mont,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Minnesota. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Anderson,  Ind. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E92),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
oF>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  containers  (cylindrical),  (1) 
from  the  plant  site  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  CMitalner  Corporation  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  at  Addison,  HI.,  to  points  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Delaware,  and  Connecticut; 
and  (2)  from  the  plant  site  and  W8U^ 
hoiise  facilities  of  Container  Corporati<xi 
of  America,  at  Addison,  m.,  to  points  in 
Virginia,  restricted  against  movement  of 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
the  use  of  special  equipment.  ITie  pur- 
p>06e  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gatewasrs  of  (Cleveland.  Ohio,  for  (1) 
above,  and  CTlncinnati,  Ohio,  for  (2) 
above. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E97),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Machinery  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  vulpboard,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Oswego  and  extending  along  New  York 
Highway  57  to  Ssnncuse,  N.Y.,  and  thence 
along  UH.  Highway  11  to  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line;  and  points  In 
that  part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  New  Haven,  W.  Va., 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to 
Spencer,  W.  Va.,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  119  to  Welford,  W.  Va.,  thence 
along  Interstate  lOghway  79  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  West  Virginia  Highway  91, 
thence  alcmg  West  Virginia  Highway  91 
to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  60, 
and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the 
West  Vlrglnia-Vlrglnia  State  line,  to 


Carthage,  Ind.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Coshocton, 
Ohla 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E120) ,  filed 
May  23, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Molded  plastic  containers,  from  the 
plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Con¬ 
tainer  Corporation  of  America,  at  Addl- 
sOTi,  HI.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  the  Liqmd 
Box  Corporation,  Worthington,  Ohio, 
and  the  plant  site  of  Continental  Can 
Company,  Worthington,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E126),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5319  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226,  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  containers,  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  North  Bergen,  N.J.,  Winchester,  Va., 
to  points  in  Kansas,  Arkansas,  Texas, 
Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  and  points  in  Louisiana  (ex¬ 
cept  from  Winchester,  Va.,  to  points  in 
Louisiana  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippl-Louislana 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  190  to  Opelousas,  La., 
and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico).  RESTRICTION: 
The  (W)eratlons  authorized  herein  are 
subject  to  the  following  conditions:  Said 
operations  are  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Crown  Cork  &  Seal  Compemy,  Inc.,  at 
Baltimore,  Md.,  North  Bergen,  N.J.,  and 
WinchestCT,  Va.  Said  operations  are  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  In  bulk.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  or 
Chicago,  HL 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E140),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  containers,  from  Alton,  Ill., 
(a)  to  Circlevllle,  Cttilo,  (b)  to  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  64  to 
Charleston,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
119  to  Spencer,  W.  Va.,  and  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  33  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Virglnla  State  line,  (c)  to  points  in 
Washington,  Greene,  Payette,  Allegheny, 
Beaver,  Butler,  and  Erie  Counties,  Pa., 
and  (d)  to  Cleveland,  Ohio.  RESTRIC¬ 
TION:  The  operations  above  are  re¬ 


stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  plant  and  ware¬ 
house  sites  of  Owens-niinols,  Inc.,  at 
Alton,  HI.  The  piupose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  Coving¬ 
ton,  Ky.,  for  (a)  above,  and  (2)  Coving¬ 
ton,  Ky.,  and  Circlevllle,  Ohio,  for  (b), 
(c) ,  and  (d)  above. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E148),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant;  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Metal  containers,  from  Kankakee, 
HI.,  (1)  to  points  in  New  York,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  and  Rhode  Island;  (2)  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania;  and  (3)  to  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  West  Virginia,  restricted 
against  movemwit  of  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the -gateway  of  (a)  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  for  (1)  above,  (b)  Massillon, 
Ohio,  for  (2)  above,  and  (c)  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  for  (3)  above. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E150),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregrular  routes, 
transporting:  Empty  glass  containers, 
from  Vienna,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Liqjel,  Ind, 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E157),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Aw>licant’s  representative; 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  bottles,  from  Dundee,  Mich., 
to  points  in  New  York,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  Dundee,  Mich.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Massillon,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E158),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co- 
liunbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Molded  plastic  containers,  from 
Ehmdee.  Mich.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
and  Missouri,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  Dundee,  Mich.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E159),  filed 
June  4. 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
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vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Molded  jdastie  contahiers,  from 
Dundee,  Mich.,  to  points  In  Iowa,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  Dundee, 
^^ich.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
e:iminate  the  gateway  of  Addison,  HI. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E160),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road.  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cardboard  products,  from  Newark, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  24  (except  Chicago  and 
Rock  Island,  HI.).  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  ehminate  the  gateway  of 
Anderson,  Ind. 

No.  M0119531  (Sub-No.  E161),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Scrap  and  waste  paper,  and  ma¬ 
chinery  and  supplies,  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  pulpix)ard,  from  Chattanooga, 
Term.,  to  Premont,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Noblesville,  Ohio, 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E162),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (I)  pulpboard  sheets,  from  Cir- 
cleville,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Minnesota  and 
Wisconsin,  and  (2)  pulpboard,  from  Cir- 
clevllle,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Missouri.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (a)  Anderson,  Ind.,  for  (1) 
above,  and  (b)  Columbus,  Ind.,  for  (2) 
above. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E164),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  products,  from  Louisville  and 
Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  Greene,  Fayette,  Allegheny, 
Beaver,  Butler,  and  Erie  Coimties,  Pa., 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Container 
Corporation  of  America  at  Loviisvllle, 
Ky.,  and  Jeffersonville,  Ind.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  CirclevUle,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-119689  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  PEERLESS 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  2700  Smallman 
Street,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310 
Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
rout^  transporting:  Processed  cheese, 
raw  cheese,  fAmentos,  chemicaJs,  and 
paper  cartons,  between  points  in  Ohio, 
ELentuc'^,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Indiana, 
Wlscorsln,  and  Minnesota,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  In  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Rhode  Island,  CmmecUcut,  and 
New  Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Curwens- 
ville.  Pa. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
May  7, 1974.  AppUcant:  ARROW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6568,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35207.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jackson  A 
Jessup,  919  Eighteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Roofing  and  roofing  mate¬ 
rials,  and  gypsum  and  gypsum  products, 
composition  board,  insulation  materials, 
construction  urethane,  and  urethane 
construction  products  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk) ,  A.  from  Lauderdale,  Lime¬ 
stone,  Colvert,  Franklin,  Lawrence,  Mor¬ 
gan,  Marion,  Winston,  Cullman,  Blount, 
Lamar,  Payette,  Walker,  Jefferson,  St. 
Clair,  Pickens,  Tuscaloosa,  Shelby,  Tal¬ 
ladega,  Clay,  Greene,  Hale,  Bibb,  Chilton, 
Coosa,  Tallapoosa,  Sumter,  Perry,  Au¬ 
tauga,  Elmore,  Macon,  Marengo,  Dallas, 
Lowndes,  Montgomery,  Bullock,  Choc¬ 
taw,  Wilcox,  Butler,  Crenshaw,  Pike, 
Clark,  Monroe,  and  Conecuh  Counties, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey  and  Dela¬ 
ware:  and  B.  from  Etowah  and  Calhoun 
Counties,  Ala.,  to  those  points  in  New 
Jersey  (except  Trenton)  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  New  Jersey- 
New  York  State  line  and  extending  south 
along  U.S.  Highway  202  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  206,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  206  to  its  Intersection  with 
New  Jersey  Highway  70,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  70  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  New  Jersey  Highway  72,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  72  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  New  Jersey  Highway  563, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  563 
to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  9, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  9  to  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean  at  Cape  May,  N.J.,  and 
points  in  Delaware  on  and  south  of 
Delaware  Highway  8.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  the 
plant  and  warehouse  site  of  the  Celotex 
Corporation  at  Birmingham.  Ala,,  and 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
the  Celotex  Corporation  in  Wayne 
County,  N.C. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E63).  filed 
June  13.  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYS’TEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wls.  63401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L,  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Hay  cutting  implements  and  farm 
tractor  attachments  from  Columbus, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and  the  Upper 


Peninsula  of  Michigan.  RESTRIcmON: 
The  authority  granted  herein  Is  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  and  handling.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West 
Bend,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E64),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wls.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
those  requiring  special  handling  or  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  from  La  Cygne,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  In¬ 
diana  Highway  46.  RESTTIICTTON:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  La 
Cygne,  Kans.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Shelby- 
ville,  HI. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E65),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wls.  53401.  AppU- 
cant's  representative:  Paul  P.  Beery 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Farm  machinery  and  farm  tractors 
(except  commodities  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  special  handling),  from 
Rock  Island,  HI.,  to  points  In  Idaho  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  from  the  Mon- 
tana-Idaho  State  line  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12  to  the  jimction  of  Idaho  Highway 
13,  thence  along  Idaho  Highway  13  to  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  95,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  95  to  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  55,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
55  to  Boise,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80 A  to  the  Oregon-Idaho  State  line, 
and  points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south 
of  a  line  from  the  Mississippl-Alabama 
State  line  along  Mississippi  State  High¬ 
way  12  to  Durant,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  Jackson,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Mlssissippi- 
Louisiana  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  Helix  Corp.,  at  Crown  Point, 
Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E66),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  designed 
for  use  in  conjunction  with  tractors  from 
Appleton,  Wls.,  to  points  in  Idaho.  The 
purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E67),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wls.  53401.  AppU- 
oani’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
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op>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Tractors  (except  truck  tractors  and 
except  commodities  requiring  the  use  of 
special  equipment  or  special  handling), 
from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa.  RESTRICTION:  The  operations 
authorized  herein  are  limited  to  traflftc 
destined  to  points  in  Oklahoma.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Racine,  Wis.,  and  Burlington, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E68),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Farm  tractors  (except  commodities 
requiring  the  use  of  special  handling  or 
special  equipment) ,  from  Detroit,  Mich., 
to  points  in  Oklahoma.  RESTRICTION : 
The  operations  authorized  herein  are 
limited  to  trafiBc  destined  to  points  in 
Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Racine, 
Wis.,  and  Burlington,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E69),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Agricultural  tractors  (except  truck 
tractors  and  except  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  the  use  of  special  equipment  or  spe¬ 
cial  handling),  from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  51  and  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  10.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West  Bend, 
Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E70),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  from  Brillion,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  and 
Oklahoma.  RESTRKJTION:  The  opera¬ 
tions  authorized  herein  are  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  Brillion,  Wis.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Owa- 
tonna,  Minn. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E71),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
'TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  and  parts 
thereof  when  moving  with  shipments  of 
agricultural  implements  (except  tractors, 
tractor  parts,  and  tractor  att^hments) , 
from  Brillion,  Wis.,  to  points  in  North 


Carolina  and  South  Carolina.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filii\g  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Rochelle,  DL 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E72),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Tractors,  when  used  as  road  build¬ 
ing  and  maintenance  machinery  and 
equipment  (except  truck  tractors  and 
commodities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment),  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa  to  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rockford, 
Ill. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E73),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chip  spreaders  and  bituminous  dis¬ 
tributors  (except  those  which  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment) ,  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
to  points  of  entry  on  the  United  States- 
Canada  Boundary  line  located  at  Detroit 
and  Port  Huron,  Mich.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Oregon,  Ill. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E74),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTA’TION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
farm  tractors  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment),  from  Crystal  Lake, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  Kings,  Nassau,  and  Suf¬ 
folk  Counties,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  New 
Jersey.  RESTRIC^riON :  Restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  Crystal  Lake, 
Ill.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  West  Bend,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E86),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  agricultural  machinery  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  or  special 
handling),  from  points  in  Tennessee  to 
points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  North 
Dakota,  and  Washington.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plant  site  of  the  Helix  Corporation 
at  or  near  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E87),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant;  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTA'nON  SYSTEM,  INC., 


P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
cerate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Used  farm  tractors  and  used  farm 
machinery  designed  to  be  used  in  con¬ 
junction  with  farm  tractors  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  their  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  special  handling),  from  points 
in  Illinois  to  points  in  Idaho,  Montana, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  and  those 
points  in  California  on  and  north  of 
California  Highway  299.  'The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E88),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
'TRANSPORTA'nON  SYS-TEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  farm  tractors  and  used  farm 
machinery  designed  to  be  used  in  con¬ 
junction  with  farm  tractors  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  their  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  special  handling),  from  points 
in  Missouri  to  points  in  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  and  Washington,  those  points  on 
and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  5,  and 
those  points  in  Idaho  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  12.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC-124692  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant;  SAMMONS 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  4347,  Missoula, 
Mont.  59801.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Gene  P.  Johnson,  425  Gate  City  Bldg., 
Fargo,  N,  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  points 
in  California  to  the  Henderson  Mine  and 
Mill  Site-American  Metals  Cfiimax,  Inc., 
(A.M.E.X.),  near  Parshall,  Colo.,  and  the 
east  and  west  portals  of  the  Straight 
C?reek  Tunnel  in  Colorado.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E20) ,  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Refractory  products  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  clay  products  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bffik) ,  from  points  in  Illinois  to 
points  in  New  Jersey.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  plant  site  of  the  New  Bethlehem  'Tile 
Company  at  Porter  Township  (CJlai’ion 
County) ,  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
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sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier^ 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Refractory  products  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  clay  prodiKts 
( except  in  bulk) .  from  points  In  Illinois 
to  points  in  Delaware.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  plant  site  of  the  New  Bethlehem  Tile 
Company  at  Porter  Township  (Clarion 
Coimty),  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over,  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Refractory  products  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  clay  products 
( except  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Illinois 
to  points  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
The  purpose  of  this  fihng  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  the  New 
Bethlehem  Tile  Company  at  Porter 
Township  (Clarion  County),  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E23) .  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Refractory  products  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  clay  products 
(except  in  bulk),  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Illinois-Iowa  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  119,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  119  to  the  Illinois- 
Indiana  State  line  to  points  in  Virginia 
(except  points  in  and  west  of  Augusta, 
Nelson,  Buckingham,  Prince  Edward, 
Lunenberg,  and  Mecklenberg  Counties). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elinunate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  the  New 
Bethlehem  Tile  Company  at  Porter 
Township  (Clarion  Coimty),  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E24) ,  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Refractory  products  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  clay  products 
(except  in  bulk),  from  points  in  that 
part  of  North  Carolina  in  and  west  of 
Madison,  Buncombe,  and  Henderson 
Counties,  to  points  in  Massachusetts. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  the  New 
Bethlehem  ’Tile  Company  at  Porter 
Township  (Clarion  County),  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E25),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  ACTE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes. 


transporting:  Refractory  products  used 
In  the  manufacture  of  clay  products  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  from  points  in  that  part 
al  North  Carolina  in  and  west  of  Madi- 
smx.  Buncombe,  and  Henderson  Counties, 
to  points  in  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose 
of  thts  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plant  site  of  the  New  Bethelem 
Tile  Company  at  Porter  Township 
(CTarion  County) ,  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E27),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Brick,  firebrick,  refractory 
products,  ground  fire  clay,  and  struc¬ 
tural  tile  (except  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  New  York  to  points  in  Illinois.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Summerville,  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Brick,  firebrick,  refractory 
products,  ground  fire  clay,  and  struc¬ 
tural  tile,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
219,  to  points  in  New  Jersey.  RESTRIC¬ 
TION  :  The  operations  authorized  herein 
are  restricted  against  the  transportation 
of  commodities  in  bulk  to  points  in  Ber¬ 
gen,  Passaic,  Essex,  Hudson,  Union, 
Middlesex,  Morris,  Somerset,  and  War¬ 
ren  Counties,  N.J.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Ls  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  The  Hanley  Company  at  or 
near  Summerville,  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  ACE  MO’TOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Wa.shington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Brick,  firebrick,  refractory 
products,  ground  fire  clay,  and  struc¬ 
tural  tile,  from  points  in  Niagara,  Erie, 
Chautauqua,  and  Cattaraugus  Counties, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  New  Jersey 
on  and  south  of  New  York  Highway  33. 
RESTRICTION ;  The  operations  au¬ 
thorized  herein  are  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  in 
bulk  to  points  in  Bergen,  Passaic,  Essex, 
Hudson,  Union,  Middlesex,  Morris, 
Somerset,  and  Warren  Counties,  N.J.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  The  Hanley 
Company  at  or  near  Summerville,  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  AppUcant:  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  ii-regular  routes, 
transporting:  Brick,  firebrick,  refractory 
products,  ground  fire  clay,  and  structural 
tile,  from  points  in  Niagara,  Erie,  Chau¬ 
tauqua,  and  Cattaraugus  CounUes,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Delaware.  The  purpjose  of 
this  filirig  is  to  eliminate  the  gatew'ay  of 
the  plant  site  of  The  Hanley  Ccxnpany  at 
or  near  Summerville,  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E31),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  ACT!  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Brick,  firebrick,  refractory 
products,  ground  fire  clay,  and  structural 
tile,  from  points  in  Niagara,  Orleans, 
Monroe,  Livingston,  Genesee,  Erie,  Wy¬ 
oming,  Allegany,  Cattaraugus,  and  Chau¬ 
tauqua  Counties,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  the 
District  of  Coulmbia.  TTie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  the  Hanley  Company  at  or 
near  Summerville,  Pa. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  AC®  MO'TOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Brick,  firebrick,  refractory  products, 
ground  fire  clay,  and  structural  tUe  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  Une, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  17,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  17  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  13,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  the  St. 
Lawrence  River,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  401, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  401  to  jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  158,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  158  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
301,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  301  to 
the  North  Carolina-Virginia  Stote  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Summerville,  Pa. 

No.  MC-133477  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  ARCHER 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  16685, 
Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Kenneth  Elberton,  1221  Balti¬ 
more  Ave.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  Bulk  and  service 
station  equipment,  each  article  to  weigh 
maximum  5,000  pounds,  agricultural 
comodities,  feeds,  seeds,  feedlot  supplies, 
building  and  construction  materials  and 
equipment,  office  and  store  fixtures  (ex¬ 
cept  those  transported  as  part  of  a  house¬ 
hold  goods  movement),  telephone  and 
power  line  materials,  and  coal,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Colorado,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  South 
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Dakota,  Nebraska,  and  Iowa;  points  In 
that  part  of  Colorado  on,  east,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado- 
Wyomlng  State  line,  thence  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  Hereford,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  Bames- 
ville,  thence  along  Colorado  Highway  392 
to  junction  UH.  Highway  85,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  58  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  52,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  52  to  junction  Colorado  High¬ 
way  119,  thence  along  Colorado  Highway 
119  to  RoUinsvllle,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Winter  Park,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  jimction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  9,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  9  to  junction  imniunbered 
highway,  thence  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  Colorado  Highway 
131,  thence  along  Colorado  Highway  131 
to  Wolcott. 

Thence  along  UH.  Highway  6/24  to 
Glenwood  Springs,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  133  to  Hotchkiss,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  92  to  Dtita,  thence  along 
unnumbered  highway  to  Nucla,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  97  to  Naturlta, 
thence  along  Colorado  Highway  90  to  the 
Cok>rado-ntah  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  that 
part  of  Wy(»nlng  on,  north,  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Wyoming-South 
Dakota  State  line,  thence  along  UH. 
Highway  16  to  Moorcroft,  thence  along 
unnumbered  highway  to  the  Wyomlng- 
Montana  State  line ;  (3)  between  Keellne, 
Wyo.,  and  points  In  that  part  of  Wyo¬ 
ming  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Wytwnlng-Montana  State  line,  thence 
along  Wyoming  Highway  59  to  jimction 
Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  jxmcUon  UJ5. 
Highway  16,  thence  tdong  n.S.  Highway 
16  to  junction  Wycxning  Highway  116, 
thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  116  to 
junction  Wyoming  Highway  450,  thence 
along  WycMnlng  Highway  450  to  junction 
unnumbered  highway,  thence  along  im- 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Wyoming 
Highway  272,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  272  to  junction  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  270,  thence  along  Wyoming  Highway 
280  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence 
along  UJ5.  Highway  26  to  Torrlngton, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  junction 
Wyoming  Highway  154,  thence  along 
Wyoming  Highway  154  to  UH.  Highway 
85,  thence  £ilong  U.S.  Highway  85  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wyoming  Highway  151,  thence  along 
Wyoming  Highway  151  to  jxmctlon  un¬ 
numbered  highway,  thertce  along  im- 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Wyoming 
Highway  215,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  215  to  Pine  Bluffs,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Wyomlng- 
Nebraska  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other.  White  Pine,  Colo.,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  C<dorado  on,  east, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Cido- 
rado-Nebraska  State  line,  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  71  to  Limon,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  Ramah. 

Thence  along  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  Colorado  Highway  94,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  94  to  Rush, 
thence  along  unnumbered  highways  to 
Truckton,  thence  along  unmunbered 
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highway  to  junction  Colorado  Highway 
96,  thence  along  Colorado  Highway  96 
to  Pueblo,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
50  to  Sargents,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highways  to  Almont,  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  135  to  jimction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  133,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  133  to  Hotchkiss,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  92  to  Delta, 
thence  along  Colorado  Highway  348  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  Nucla, 
thence  along  Colorado  Highway  97  to 
Naturlta,  thence  along  Colorado  High¬ 
way  141  to  junction  Montrose-Mesa 
County  line,  thence  along  the  Montrose- 
Mesa  County  line  to  the  Colorado-Utah 
State  line;  and  (4)  between  points  In 
that  part  of  Colorado  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Ccdorado-Utah 
State  line,  thence  along  Interstate  70  to 
Denver,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80S  to  junction  Adams-Weld  County 
line,  thence  along  the  Adams-Weld 
County  line,  the  Adams-Morgan  County 
line,  and  the  Washlngton-Morgan 
County  line  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  Colorado  Highway 
59. 

Thence  along  Colorado  Highway  59  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  junctlnn 
C.S.  Highway  385,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  385  to  Wray,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  34  to  the  Colorado-Ne- 
braska  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  In  that  part  of 
Kansas  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State 
line,  thence  alcmg  Kansas  Highway  27 
to  St.  Francis,  thence  along  i:i.S.  Highway 
36  to  Atwood,  thence  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  Oxford,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  83  to  junction  Kansas  Highway 
23,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  23  to 
junction  Kansas  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  9  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  283,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  283  to  Hill  City,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  24  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  18,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  18  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  281, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  281  to  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  In  Nebraska  within  75 
miles  of  Julesburg,  Colo.,  except  North 
Platte,  Ogallala,  and  Chappell,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-133477  (Sub-Na  E3),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AF>pllcant:  ARCHER 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  16685, 
Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  Elkerton,  1221  Balti¬ 
more  Ave.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  Iterate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motcw  vdilcle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Building  materials 
(except  precast  and  prestressed  concrete 
products  and  commodities,  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  which,  because  of  size  or  weight, 
requires  the  use  of  ^)eclal  equipment), 
(1)  frmn  points  In  Missouri  to  points 
In  Wyoming  (Julesburg,  Colo.,  and  p^ts 
within  75  miles  thereof);*  (2)  from 
points  In  that  part  of  Missouri  on,  north, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mls- 
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sourl-Nebraska  State  line,  thence  alcmg 
U.S.  Highway  159  to  Craig,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71 
to  Savannah,  thence  along  County  Road 
E  to  Helena,  thence  along  County  Road 
V  to  Oak,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway 
6  to  Maysville,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  33  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  36,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  Monroe  City,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  24  to  junction  County 
Road  W,  thence  along  County  Road 
W  to  Hassard,  thence  along  County 
Road  J  to  Perry,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  154  to  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  19,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway 
19  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  154, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  154  to 
Bowling  Green,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54  to  Louisiana,  to  points  In  that 
part  of  (Colorado  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Colorado-Kansas  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  38  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  385,  thence  silong 
U.S.  Highway  385  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  385,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  385  to  Bristol,  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  196  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  287/385,  thence  along  US. 
Highway  287/385  to  junction  Colorado 
Highway  116,  thence  along  CTblorado 
Highway  116  to  Junction  Colorado 
Highway  101,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  101  to  junction  Bent-Baca 
County  line. 

Thence  along  the  Bent-Baca  County 
Une,  then  Bent-Las  Animas  County  line, 
and  the  Otero-Las  Animas  County  Une, 
to  junction  U.S.  lUghway  350,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  350  to  Trinidad, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  25  to 
the  Colorado-New  Mexico  State  Une 
(points  in  Nebraska  idthln  75  miles  of 
Julesburg,  Colo.,  mccept  North  Platte, 
Ogallala,  and  Chtq^U,  NebrJ;*  (e) 
from  points  in  Missouri  to  points  In  that 
part  of  Colorado  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  Une  beginning  at  the  Colorado-Ne- 
braska  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  Wray,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  385  to  junctlim  U.S.  Highway 
36,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to 
Junction  Colorado  Highway  59,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  59  to  Seibert, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  24  to  Colorado 
Springs,  thence  along  (Colorado  Highway 
115  to  Florence,  thence  along  Col¬ 
orado  Highway  67  to  junction  Fre- 
mont-CTuster  County  line,  thence  along 
the  Fremont-Cfuster  County  line,  the 
Fremont-Saguache  County  Une,  the 
Gunnison-Saguache  County  Une,  the 
Gunnison-Hinsdale  County  Une,  the 
Ouray-Hlnsdale  County  Une,  and  the 
Ouray-San  Juan  County  line  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  550,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  550  to  junction  San  Juan-La 
Plata  County  Une,  thence  along  the  San 
Juan-La  Plata  County  and  the  Dolores- 
Montezuma  County  Une  to  junction  U.S. 
666,  thence  along  U.S.  666  to  the  Colo¬ 
rado-Utah  State  Une  (points  In  Nebraska 
within  75  mUes  of  Julesburg,  Colo.,  ex- 
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cept  North  Platte,  Ogallala,  and  Chap¬ 
pell,  Nebr.)  .*  The  purpose  ct  this  flU^ 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-136277  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant;  PRIORITY 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
8308,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28208.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  McMahon,  Suite 
1800,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  im- 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing)  ; 

1.  Between  Augusta,  Georgia,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  35; 

2.  Between  Savannah,  Ga.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in 
Ohio; 

3.  Between  points  in  South  Carolina, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on,  north, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  35  to  jimction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  41,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  41 
to  jtmction  Interstate  Highway  75, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  33,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  33  to  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line; 

4.  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  South  Carolina-Georgia 
State  line,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  15, 
thence  idong  U.S.  Highway  15  to  U.S. 
Highway  521,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
521  to  South  Carolina  Highway  97, 
thence  along  South  Carolina  Highway 
97  to  U.S.  Highway  321,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  321  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line ; 

5.  Between  Augusta  and  Savannah, 
Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West 
Virginia-Pennsylvania  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  Greensburg, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  66 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80S,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80S,  to  junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  8,  thence  along  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  8  to  jimction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  jimction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  79,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
79  to  Erie,  Pa.; 

6.  Between  Augusta  and  Savannah, 
Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  junc¬ 
tion  West  Virginia  Highway  2;  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  33,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  Buckhannon,  and  thence 
along  U.S,  Highway  119  to  the  West 
Virginia-Pennsylvania  State  line; 


7.  Between  points  In  South  Carolina 
(«  the  (me  hand,  and,  on  ttie  other, 
points  In  that  part  ot  Pennsylvania  (m 
and  west  of  a  line  b^dnning  at  the  West 
Virginia-Pennsylvania  State  line  thence 
along  UJ3.  Highway  119  to  Greensburg, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  66 
to  Jimction  UB.  Highway  22;  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  22  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80S;  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80S  to  Junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  8;  thence  along  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  8  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  80;  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  Juncticm  Interstate  High¬ 
way  79,  and  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  79  to  Erie,  Pa. ; 

8.  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line  thencd 
along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  Junction  West 
Virginia  Highway  2,  thence  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  2  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  33,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  Buckhannon,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  the  West  Virginia-Penn¬ 
sylvania  State  line; 

9.  Between  all  points  in  that  part  of 
North  Carolina  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  South  Carolina-North 
Carolina  State  line,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64  to 
Raleigh,  N.C.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio; 

10.  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  SouUi  Carolina-North 
Carolina  State  line,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  85  to  North  Carolina 
Highway  49,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  49  to  U.S.  Highway  64, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Ra¬ 
leigh,  N.C.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
1  to  the  North  Carollna-Virginla  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  Athens,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
56  to  Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  the  Ohio-In- 
dlana  State  line; 

11.  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Virginia-North  Carolina 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
1  to  Raleigh,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Ohio  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvanla-Ohio 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
322  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  45,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  45  to  Ohio  High¬ 
way  9;  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  9  to 
U.S.  Highway  250,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  250  to  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line: 

12.  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
North  Carolina  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  Winston-Salem,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  311  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 


way  64,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  AJi^lantic 
Ocean,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  West  Virginia-Pennsylvania  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to 
Greensburg,  thence  along  Pomsylvania 
Highway  66  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  22 
to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  80S; 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80S  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  8; 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  8 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  79,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  79  to  Erie,  Pa.; 

13.  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  Winston-Salem,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  311  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  35  to  Junction  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  2,  thence  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  2  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to 
Buckhannon,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  119  to  the  West  Virginia-Pennsyl¬ 
vania  State  line; 

14.  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
North  Carolina  on,  north,  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia-North 
Carolina  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  Winston-Salem,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  311  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  64,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
64  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  on  and  north  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70. 

•ITie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimin¬ 
ate  the  gateway  of  Parkersburg,  W.  Va. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18652  Filed  8-12-74;8;45  am] 


[Notice  No.  137] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  13,  1974. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b) ,  2()6(a) ,  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  r^^a- 
tlons  prescribe  thereunder  (49  C!FR 
Part  1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
8i>ecificaUy  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  Uiere  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the 
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appUcatim.  As  provided  In  the  Com- 
mlasioQ’s  Special  Rules  ct  Practice  any 
Interested  person  maj  file  a  petitlan 
seeking  reconsideration  of  the  foUowlng 
numbered  proceedings  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1974.  Pursuant  to  section  17 
(8)  oi  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the 
filing  of  such  a  petltlcm  will  postpone  the 
effective  date  ol  the  order  In  that  pro¬ 
ceeding  pending  its  disposition.  Ihe  mat¬ 
ters  relied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be 
specified  In  their  petitions  with  particu¬ 
larity. 

^No.  MC-FC-74849,  By  order  of  Jxily 
18,  1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  toe  transfer  to  Redfeather  Past 
Freight,  Inc.,  Ralston,  Nebr.,  of  toe  op¬ 
erating  rights  In  Certificates  No.  MC- 
84511  (Sub-No.  12) ,  MC-84511  (Sub-No. 
17),  MC-84511  (Sub-No.  18).  MC-84511 
(Sub-No.  20),  MC-84511  (Sub-No.  22), 
MC-84511  (Sub-No.  23),  MC-84511 

(Sub-No.  28)  and  a  portion  of  M(7-84511 
(Sub-Na  14)  issued  September  30.  1963, 
April  23,  1969,  May  17  1965.  Decem¬ 
ber  23, 1966,  June  22, 1967,  December  23, 
1966,  and  S^tember  19,  1969,  respec¬ 
tively,  to  Commercial  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  various  commod¬ 
ities  from,  to,  and  between  speci¬ 
fied  p<fints  and  areas  In  Kansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Missouri,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Colorado. 
Nebraska,  Indiana,  and  Wisconsin.  Arlyn 
L.  Westergren,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106,  attOTney  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

No.  MC-PC-75284.  By  order  of  July  29. 
1974,  toe  Motor  Carrier  Board  ai>proved 
the  transfer  to  Mid- Atlantic  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co.,  a  corporation,  Elizabeth,  N.J., 
of  toe  operating  rights  In  Certificate  No. 
MC-110281  Issued  June  28.  1963,  to 
A.EA.  Co.,  Inc.,  Oakhurst,  N.J.,  author¬ 
izing  toe  transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions,  between  points 
in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Hudson,  Essex,  Union,  Middle¬ 
sex,  and  Monmouth  Counties,  N.J.,  and 
various  commodities  from,  to  and  be¬ 
tween  specified  points  and  areas  In  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Maine,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  and  Florida.  A  David  Milner, 
744  Broad  St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102,  at¬ 
torney  for  transferee.  Solomon  Tepper, 
12  N.  3rd  Ave.,  Long  Branch,  N.J.  07740, 
attorney  for  transferor. 

No.  MC-PC-75287.  By  order  of  July  29, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
toe  transfer  to  Mid  Continent  Van  Serv¬ 
ice,  3  Nagel  Court,  Webster  Groves,  Mo. 
63119,  of  the  operating  rights  in  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC-76184  issued  August  5,  1970, 
to  Carl  B.  Ehrhardt,  doing  business  as 
Mid  Continent  Van  Service,  3  Nagel 
Court,  Webster  Groves,  Mo,  63119,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  various 
commodities  from,  to,  and  between  speci¬ 
fied  points  and  areas  in  Alabama,  Ar- 


^  Previously  scheduled  to  be  published  on 
July  31,  1974,  but  was  erroneously  omitted. 


kansas,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
TCimwAJi,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  OklahCMna.  Pennsylvania, 
Tnonessee,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 

Na  MC-PC-75299.  By  order  oi  July 
29,  1974.  toe  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  toe  transfer  to  Francis  J.  Horn, 
doing  business  as  Egbert  Messer^er 
Service,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  of  toe  operat¬ 
ing  rights  in  Permit  No.  MC-101737  (Sub- 
No.  2),  Issued  April  2,  1962,  to  Harry 
Egbert,  doing  business  as  Egbert  Mes¬ 
senger  Service,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  au¬ 
thorizing  toe  transportation  of  various 
commodities  between  Philadditola,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  toe  other.  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Wilmington,  Dd.,  Baltimore, 
Md.,  and  Washlngtcm,  D.C.,  and  from 
New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Wilmington,  Dd.,  and 
Baltimore,  Md.  Dominic  J.  Colublale,  622 
Snyder  Ave.,  Philaddphla,  Pa.  19148, 
attorney  for  {4>pllcants. 

No.  MC-FC-75302.  By  order  of  July  30, 
1974,  toe  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  R.  L.  Bertollna  Refrig¬ 
erated  Trucks,  Inc.,  Bflllngs,  Mont.,  of 
the  operating  rights  In  Certificates  No. 
MC-129388  (Sub-No.  2),  MC-129386 
(Sub-No.  9),  and  MC-129386  (Sub-No. 
12)  Issued  March  17,  1969,  June  8,  1972, 
and  April  6,  1973,  respectivdy,  to  Refrig¬ 
erated  Truck,  Inc.,  Billings,  Mont,  au¬ 
thorizing  toe  transportation  of  various 
commodities  from,  to,  and  between  speci¬ 
fied  points  and  areas  in  Montana,  Utah, 
Nevada,  Callfomia,  F7arida,  Idaho, 
Washington,  Oregon,  Arizona,  Wyoming, 
Colorado.  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
and  South  Dakota.  J.  F.  Meglen,  P.O. 
Box  1581,  Billings,  Mont.  59103,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald. 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18546  PUed  8-12-74;8:46  am] 


[Notice  No.  116] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

August  8,  1974. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  exc^t  as  otherwise  specifi- 
ca^  noted,  each  {^)pllcant  states  that 
there  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  toe  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  frcxn  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  toe  new  rules  of  Ex- 
Parte  No.  MC-67,  (49  CFR  Part  1131) 
published  in  toe  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  April  27,  1965,  effecUve  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  toe 
granting  of  an  iu;>pllcatlon  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication  within  15 
calendar  days  after  the  date  of  notice  of 
the  filing  of  toe  application  is  published 
in  toe  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of 
such  iMTJtests  must  be  served  on  toe  ap¬ 
plicant,  or  its  authorized  r^resenta- 
tlve.  If  any,  and  the  protests  must  certify 
that  such  service  has  been  made.  The 


protests  must  be  :^)eclfic  as  to  toe  service 
which  such  Protestant  can  and  will  offer, 
and  must  consist  of  a  signed  original  and 
six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  toe  application  Is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  toe  Office  of  toe  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  In  field 
office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

No.  MC-48213  (Sub-No.  38TA),  filed 
July  31,  1974.  Applicant;  C.  E.  LIZZA, 
me.,  P.O.  Box  447,  Latrobe,  Pa.  15601. 
Applicant’s  representative;  William  A. 
Gray,  2310  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Synthetic 
fiber  yam  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  or  useful  in  toe  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  thereof,  between 
PalnesvlUe,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  toe  other,  Shelbyvllle,  Tenn.,  under 
a  c(mtlnulng  contract  or  contracts  with 
IRC  Fibers  Co.,  a  wholly  owned  subsidi¬ 
ary  of  American  Cyanamld  Cwnpany, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTmG  SHIPPER; 
IRC  Fibers  Company,  Inc.,  Wayne,  N.J. 
07470.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO;  District 
Supervisor  James  C.  Donaldson,  Inter¬ 
state  CcMnmerce  Cwnmlsslon,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  2111  Federal  Building,  100 
Liberty  Avenue,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222. 

No.  MC-1 07403  (Sub-No.  909TA),  filed 
July  31,  1974.  AppUcant;  MATLACK, 
me..  Ten  West  Baltimore  Avenue, 
Lansdowne,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  John  NelsMi  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Aromatic  oil.  In  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Houstem  (Galena  Park), 
Tex.,  to  Port  Hudson,  La.,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTmG  SHIPPER;  Jim  Ethridge, 
Treasurer,  Coastal  Fuels,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
24420,  New  Orleans,  La.  70124.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO;  Ross  A.  Davis,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mi^Mi,  Bureau  (rf  Operatiems,  600  Arch 
Street,  Room  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19106. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  339  TA),  filed 
July  31,  1974.  Applicant;  BRAY  LINES 
mCORPORA’TED,  P.O.  Box  1191,  (Push¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Robert  A.  Stone  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Dairy 
products,  from  Valley  City,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  California,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
mG  SHIPPER;  Tate  <3ieese  Co.,  Inc., 
William  H.  Tate.  #  1  Cheddar  Lane,  Val¬ 
ley  City,  m.  62340.  SEND  PROTESTS 
’TO;  C.  L.  Phillips,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  240,  Old  P.O. 
Bldg.,  215  NW.  Third,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  508  TA),  filed 
July  31,  1974.  Applicant;  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  mC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  L.  M  McLe^  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
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operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporto 
Ing:  Frozen  foods  and  potato  products 
not  frozen  (except  In  bulk),  fixun  the 
storage  facilities  of  Terminal  Ice  ft  Cold 
Storage,  at  CHearfield,  Utah,  to  points  In 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS:  J.  R.  Slmplot  Company, 
Food  Division,  P.O.  Box  1059,  Caldwell. 
Idaho  83605,  and  Idaho  Frozen  Foods. 
Box  FF,  Twin  Falls.  Idaho  83301.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor  Wil¬ 
liam  H.  Land,  Jr.,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  2519 
Federal  Office  Building,  700  West  Capitol, 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  123778  (Sub-No.  25  TA).  filed 
July  31,  1974.  Applicant:  JALT  (X)RP., 
doing  business  as  UNITED  NEWSPAPER 
DELIVERY  SERVICE,  75  Cutters  Lane. 
Woodbridge,  N.J.  07095.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193, 
5  World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Maga¬ 
zines,  from  Albany,  N.Y.,  to  points  In 
Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15,  that  part  of  New  York  on,  east, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  state  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  New  York  Highway  26  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  17,  near  Vestal, 
N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
17  to  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  7  to  Oneonta,  N.Y., 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  28  to 
Kingston,  N.Y.,  thence  along  the  Hudson 
River  to  the  Dutchess-Columbia  County 
line,  thence  along  the  Dutchess-Columbia 
County  line  to  the  New  York-Connecticut 
state  line,  and  to  Wilmington,  Del.,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  Washington,  D.C.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Mc¬ 
Graw-Hill  Publications  Company,  1221 
Avenue  of  the  Americas,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10020.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District 
Supervisor  Robert  E.  Johnston,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  9  Clinton  Street,  Newark, 
N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC-124816  (Sub-No.  7  TA).  filed 
August  2,  1974.  Applicant:  N  &  N 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  827 
Ridgewood  Avenue,  North  Bnmswick, 
N.J.  08902.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  J.  Augello,  120  Main  Street, 
Huntington,  N.Y.  11743.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  in*egular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cast  Iron  Pressure  pipe,  fittings  and 
accessories,  from  Florence,  N.J.  (Burling¬ 
ton  Coimty) ,  to  points  in  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  for  150  days.  SUPPORTTNG 
SHIPPER:  Griffin  Pipe  Products  Co., 
2000  Spring  Road,  Oak  Brook,  m.  60521, 
J.  A.  Keenan,  General  ’Traffic  Manager. 
SEND  PROTESTS  ’TO:  Robert  E.  Johns¬ 
ton,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 


merce  Oommlsskm,  BureMi  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  9  Clinton  Street,  Newark.  NJ. 
07102. 

No.  MC-127278  (Sub-No.  3  TA).  filed 
July  31.  1974.  An>Ucant:  PACIFIC  VAN 
k  STORAGE  CO„  INC.,  1415  West  T^ 
ranee  Kvd.,  Torrance,  Calif.  9050L  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  J.  Gal¬ 
lagher,  1776  Broadway,  10th  Floor,  New 
York  City,  N.Y.  10019.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  detoed  the 
Commission,  between  points  in  Califor¬ 
nia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arizona,  Nevada,  Washingtem, 
Oregon,  New  Mexico,  and  Utah,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTENG  SHIPPERS:  There 
are  approximately  6  statements  of  sup¬ 
port  attached  to  the  application,  which 
may  be  examined  here  at  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
SEND  PROTESTS  ’TO:  District  Super¬ 
visor  Philip  Yallowits,  Bxireau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  CTommisslon, 
300  North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Room  7708, 
Los  Angeles,  CTallf.  90012. 

No.  MC-127999  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
August  1,  1974.  Applicant:  DUN-RITE 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  Ill  South 
Kensico  Avenue,  White  Plains,  N.Y. 
10601.  Applicant’s  representative:  Arthur 
J.  Piken,  One  Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flush¬ 
ing,  N.Y,  11368.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Hew  furniture,  (1)  between  New 
York,  White  Plains,  and  Yonkers,  N.Y.: 
Ramsey,  N.J.,  and  Norwalk,  Conn.;  and 
(2)  between  points  in  (1)  above,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  Une 
beginning  at  Atlantic  CSty,  N.J.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  206,  and  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  206  to  Trenton,  N.J. ;  points 
in  Fairfield  County,  Conn. ;  and  points  in 
Westchester,  Putnam,  Rockland,  Nassau, 
and  Suffolk  Coimties,  N.Y.,  and  New 
York,  N.Y.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER;  Klein  Sleep  Products,  Inc., 
Ill  South  Kensico  Avenue,  White  Plains, 
N.Y.  10601.  SEND  PROTESTS  TG: 
Stephen  P.  Tomany,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  128217  (Sub-No.  13  TA) ,  filed 
August  1,  1974.  Applicant:  REINHART 
MAYER,  doing  business  as  MAYER 
TRUCK  LINE,  1203  South  Riverside 
Drive,  Jamestown,  N.  Dak.  58401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  B.  Hovland, 
425  Gate  City  Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Cargo  bodies  and  adaptor  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories  for  cargo  bodies  from  West 
Fargo  and  Wahpeton,  N,  Dak.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Miimesota,  and 
South  Dakota;  (2)  Materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  cargo  bodies,  from  points 
in  the  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  Cfiilcago,  HI., 


and  Detroit,  Mich.,  (xxnmercial  zones,  to 
Wahpeton,  Minot,  and  West  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.;  (S)  Dump  truck  hoists,  fnxn 
Sloiix  City,  Iowa,  and  Gallon,  Ohio,  to 
West  Fargo,  Wahpetem,  and  Minot, 
N.  Dak.;  (4)  Truck  bodies,  from  Gallon, 
<^o,  and  CMnaha,  Nebr.,  to  Wahpeton, 
West  Fargo,  and  Minot,  N.  Dak.;  and  (5) 
Truck  suspensions,  from  Orange  City, 
Iowa,  to  West  Fargo,  Wahpeton,  and 
Minot,  N.  Dak.,  for  the  account  of 
Frontier,  Inc.,  of  West  Fargo,  N.  Dak., 
for  180  days.  SUPPOR'TING  SHIPPER; 
Frontier,  Inc.,  6th  Street  West  and  Main 
Avenue,  West  Fargo,  N,  Dak.  58078. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  J.  H.  Ambs,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  P.O. 
Box  2340,  Fsirgo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 

No.  MC  135185  (Sub-No.  21  TA),  filed 
July  30,  1974.  Applicant:  CGLUMBINE 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  5925  East  Evans  Ave¬ 
nue,  P.O.  Box  22198,  Denver,  Colo.  80222. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Cffiarles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg., 
1600  Broadway,  Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cleaning,  scouring, 
and  washing  compounds,  polishing  and 
buffing  compounds,  disinfectants,  deodo¬ 
rants,  drugs,  and  toilet  preparations,  in¬ 
secticides,  other  household  cleaning 
supplies,  chemicals,  hydraulic  cement, 
sand,  coal  tar,  adhesive  tape,  plastic 
synthetics,  paint  solvents,  rubber  cement, 
caulking  and  brazing  compounds,  var¬ 
nish,  liquid  paints,  paste  paints,  dry 
paints,  phosphoric  acid,  and  titanium 
dioxide,  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  above-described  com¬ 
modities,  (1)  between  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  of  Lehn  &  Pink  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co.,  a  Division  of  Sterling  Drug, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Lincoln,  Ill.;  Toledo  and 
Fostoria,  Ohio;  and  Belle  Mead,  N.J.; 
(2)  from  points  in  New  York,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  North 
CTarolina,  Maryland,  Illinois,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  South  Carolina  and  Missouri,  to 
the  plantsites  and  storage  facilities 
named  in  Part  (1)  above;  and  (3)  from 
the  plantsites  and  storage  facilities 
named  in  Part  (1)  above,  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Utah,  and  Houston, 
Tex.,  imder  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Lehn  &  Pink  Products  Co.,  a 
Division  of  Sterling  Drug,  Inc.,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER;  Lehn  & 
Pink  Products  Co.,  a  Division  of  Sterling 
Drug,  Inc.,  225  Summit  Avenue,  Mont- 
vale,  N.J.  07645.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
District  Supervisor  Herbert  C.  Ruoff, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  2022  Pederal  Build¬ 
ing,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  136220  (Sub-No.  13  TA) ,  filed 
July  31,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  SULLI¬ 
VAN,  doing  business  as  SULLIVAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  1708  North  ’Third, 
Ponca  (Jity,  Okla.  74601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Cfiyde  N.  (3hi1sty,  641  Har¬ 
rison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
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routes,  transporting:  Urea,  in  bulk  or  in 
bags  from  the  plant  site  and  storage 
facilities  of  Cooperative  Farm  Chemi¬ 
cals  Association  at  or  near  Lawrence, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Charles  D.  Rosas,  Supv., 
Transportation  Service,  Farmland  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  7305,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64116.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  C.  L. 
Phillips,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Room  240,  Old  Post  OfiBce  Build¬ 
ing,  215  NW.  Third,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  138322  (Sub-No.  2  TA) ,  filed 
July  31,  1974.  Applicant:  BHY  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  14066  Garfield  Street,  Para¬ 
mount,  Calif.  90732.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  4311  Wil- 
shire  Blvd.,  Suite  300,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90010.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Steel, 
iron,  and  pipe,  from  points  in  Los  Angeles 
County,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Texas, 
Nevada,  Arizona,  Utah,  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  and  Wyoming;  (B)  Steel,  from 
Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Utah,  and  Idaho;  and  (C)  Steel  and  pipe, 
from  points  in  Utah,  to  points  in  Los 
Angeles  County,  Calif.,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS:  There  are 
approximately  7  statements  of  support 
attached  to  the  application,  which  may 
be  examined  here  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Walter  W.  Strakosch, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  7708  Federal  Building,  300  North 
Los  Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90012. 

No.  MC  138328  (Sub-No.  14  TA) ,  filed 
August  2,  1974.  Applicant:  CLARENCE  L. 
WERNER,  doing  business  as  WERNER 
ENTERPRISES,  805  32nd  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  831,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  51501.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  D.  L.  Ehrlich 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Di-calcium  phosphate, 
from  Weeping  Water,  Nebr.,  to  points  in 
Idaho,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  J.  R.  Simplot  Company,  Nor¬ 
man  B.  Towne,  General  TrafBc  Manager, 
805  W,  Idaho  Street,  P.O.  Box  2777, 
Boise,  Idaho  83701.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  District  Supervisor  Carroll  Russell, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  OF>erations,  Suite  620,  Union 
Pacific  Plaza,  110  North  14th  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  138523  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
August  1,  1974.  Applicant:  JIMMIE 
HENSLEY  AND  JIMMIE  D.  HENSLEY, 
doing  business  as  HENSLEY  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  Route  1,  Denver,  Tenn.  37054. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Prank  L. 
Hollis,  P.O.  Box  218,  Camden,  Tenn. 
38320.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cross  ties, 
lumber,  and  switch  ties,  from  points  in 
Tennessee  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Indiana,  and 
Tennessee,  and  Arkansas,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Koppers 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3230,  Memphis, 
Tenn.  38103.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Joe  J.  Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  CTommission,  Btrreau  of 
Operations,  803 — 1808  West  End  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  138523  (Sub-No.  3  TA),  filed 
August  1,  1974.  Applicant:  JIMMIE 
HENSLEY  AND  JIMMIE  D.  HENSLEY, 
doing  business  as  HENSLEY  TRUCKING 
CO.,  Route  1,  Denver,  Tenn.  37054.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Prank  L.  Hollis, 
P.O.  Box  218,  Camden,  Tenn.  38320.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Mussel  shells, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Ohio,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  Kentucky,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Alabama,  and  Tennessee,  to 
Camden,  Tenn.;  and  (2)  Mussel  shells, 
in  bags,  from  Camden,  Tenn.,  to  Mobile, 
Ala.,  and/or  New  Orleans,  La.,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  shipments  in 
foreign  commerce,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Tennessee  Shell 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  100,  Camden, 
Tenn.  38320.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Joe  J.  Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  803-1808  West  End  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  139110  (Sub-No.  3  TA),  filed 
August  2,  1974.  Applicant:  MINN-CAL, 
INC.,  Box  657,  Mandan,  N.  Dak.  58554. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  B. 
Hovland,  425  Gate  City  Building,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Suxih  merchandise,  as  is  dealt  in  Ijy  mail 
order  houses  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  therewith  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business,  from  the  facilities 
of  Fingerhut  Corporation  at  St.  Cloud, 
Minn.,  to  Denver,  Colo.,  and  Dallas,  Tex., 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Fingerhut  Corporation,  11  McLeland 
Road,  St.  Cloud,  Minn.  56395.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  J.  H.  Ambs,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  P.O.  Box 
2340,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 

No.  MC  139685  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
July  31,  1974.  Applicant:  SPEEDWAY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2218, 
Pomona,  Calif.  91767.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Arlyn  L.  Westergren,  Suite 
530,  Univac  Building,  7100  West  Center 
Road,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Plastic  resiJis  and  plastic 
sheets,  in  containers,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  the  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  at  Mt.  Vernon,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  California,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Lexan  Products, 
Division  of  the  <3reneral  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  Mt.  Vernon,  Ind.  47620.  SEND 


PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Philip  Yallowitz,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  300 
North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Room  7708, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  140060  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
August  2,  1974.  Applicant:  JOE  REI, 
doing  business  as  JOE  REI  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  57,  Blue  Movmd, 
Kans.  66010.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  Rei  (same  address  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Unassembled  steel 
grain  bins,  related  component  parts,  and 
related  agricultural  equipment,  from  the 
facilities  of  Circle  Steel  Corporation  at 
or  near  Taylorville,  HI.,  and  Palls  City, 
Nebr.,  to  the  facilities  of  Jet-Flow  Man¬ 
ufacturing,  Inc.,  at  or  near  LaCygne, 
Kans.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Jet-Flow  Manufacturing  Inc., 
LaCygne,  Kans.  66040.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Thomas  P.  O’Hara,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  234  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603. 

No.  MC  140065  TA.  filed  August  2, 
1974.  Applicant:  JAMES  N.  NOLAND 
AND  JACK  E.  PARNHAM,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  J  &  J  TRUCKING  CO.,  395  School 
Street,  Craig,  Colo.  81625.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  N.  Noland.  6644 
Zang  Ct..  Arvada,  Colo.  80004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages  and  related 
advertising  materials,  frMn  Golden, 
Colo.,  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Vernal, 
Utah,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  C  &  H  Distributing  Company,  395 
School  Street,  Craig,  Colo.  81625.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Roger  L.  Buchanan,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  2022  Federal  Building,  Denver, 
Colo. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  138663  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
July  25,  1974.  Applicant:  THE  TERMI¬ 
NAL  SERVICE  CO..  600  Provident  Bank 
Bldg.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Stephen  D.  Bums,  208 
American  Bldg.,  30  E.  Central  Parkway, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Railroad  employees,  between  rail¬ 
road’s  facilities  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  and 
Illinois,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
the  Penn  Central  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  Penn  Central  Transportation  Co., 
Room  524,  31  E.  Georgia  Street,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  46226.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Paul  J.  Lowry,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  5514-B  Federal 
Building,  550  Main  Street,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45202. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18548  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 
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[Notice  No.  113] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

August  6,  1974. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application;  except  as  otherwise  spe¬ 
cifically  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  wdll  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  Its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  imder  section 
210a(a)  of  tlie  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67  (49  CFR  Part  1131), 
published  In  the  P^deral  Register,  issue 
of  April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
Tliese  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15  cal¬ 
endar  days  after  the  date  of  notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  application  is  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of  such 
protests  must  be  served  on  the  applicant, 
or  its  authorized  representative,  if  any, 
and  the  protests  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protests  must 
be  specific  as  to  the  service  which  such 
Protestant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must 
consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six  (6) 
copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C..  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

No.  MC  103826  (Sub-No.  4  TA),  filed 
July  30,  1974.  Applicant:  R.  O. 

HARRELL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  342A,  River- 
dale,  South  Boston,  Va.  24592.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  O.  Harrell  HI, 
P.O.  Box  97,  South  Boston,  Va.  24592. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Kerosene,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Wilmington,  N.C., 
to  South  Boston,  Va.,  for  120  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Service  OU  Com¬ 
pany,  P.O.  Box  545,  South  Boston,  Va. 
24592.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Danny 
R.  Beeler,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau,  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  215  Campbell  Avenue  SW.,  Ro¬ 
anoke,  Va.  24011. 

No.  MC  111302  (Sub-No.  77  TA).  filed 
July  29.  1974.  AppUcant:  HIGHWAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1500  Amherst  Road. 
Knoxville,  Term.  37919.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Bob  Whitaker  (same  address 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lime¬ 
stone,  limestone  products,  and  calcium 
carbonate,  from  Luttrell,  Tenn.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
Kentucky,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  and 
Tennessee,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Luttrell  Mining  Company, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  12009,  Knoxville,  Tenn. 
37912.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Joe  J. 
Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  803  1808  West  End  Building. 
NashvUle,  Tenn.  37203. 


Non. — ^Applicant  Intends  to  tack  and/or 
Interline. 

No.  MC-127047  (Bub-No.  20  TA) ,  filed 
July  26,  1974.  Applicant:  ED  RACEl’i'E 
&  SON,  INC.,  6021  North  Broadway, 
Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  E.  Jandera,  641 
Harrison,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trac¬ 
tor  cabs,  combine  cabs,  bale  loaders, 
parts  and  accessories,  when  moving  with 
tractor  cabs,  combine  cabs,  and  bale 
loaders,  from  Newton  and  Peabody, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
Missouri,  North  Carolina,  Georgia,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Colorado,  Utah, 
Idaho.  Oregon,  California,  and  Arizona, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Pull  Vision,  Inc.,  Box  647,  Newton,  Kans. 
67114.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations.  501  Petroleum  Building,  Wichita, 
Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC-128870  (Sub-No.  3  TA) ,  filed 
July  30,  1974.  AppUcant:  NATIONAL 
MATERIALS  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
187,  New  Braunfels,  Tex.  78130.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Austin  L.  Hat- 
cheU,  1102  Perry  Brooks  Bldg.,  Austin, 
Tex.  78701.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Limestone,  in  bulk,  in  pneumatic  unload¬ 
ing  trailers,  from  Marble  Palls,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Louisiana,  for  90  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Pure  Stone  Com¬ 
pany,  P.O.  Box  297,  Marbel  Falls,  Tex. 
78654.  SEND  PROTESTS  TD:  Richard 
H.  Dawkins,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  301  Broadway  Building, 
Room  206,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  78205. 

No.  MC-129032  (Sub-No.  13  TA),  filed 
July  29,  1974.  Applicant:  TOM  INMAN 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  6015  B.  49th  West 
Avenue,  ’Tulsa,  Okla.  73107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
280  National  Foundation  Life  Bldg.,  3535 
NW.  58th,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Flat  glass, 
from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER:  Ford  Motor  Company, 
Tulsa  Glass  Plant,  Edward  M.  Gosvener, 
Traffic  Rep.,  P.O.  Box  555,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74102.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  C.  L. 
Phillips,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Room  240,  Old  P.O.  Building,  215 
NW.  'Third,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102. 


No.  MC-133566  (Sub-No.  40  TA) ,  filed 
July  29,  1974.  Applicant:  GANGLOFF  k 
DOWNHAM  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
P.O.  479,  Logansport,  Ind.  46947.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  L.  Blover, 
1224  17th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  ' 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  and  materials,  supplies,  equipment, 
and  ingredients  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
turing,  packaging,  and  distribution  of 
frozen  foods  (except  in  bulk),  between 
the  plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of  The 
Quaker  Oats  Company  in  or  near  Jack- 
son,  Tenn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  ’ 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Indiana,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Washington,  D.C.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  trsiffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  the  plant  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  The  Quaker  Oats  Company  in  or 
near  Jackson,  Teim.,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  ’The  Quaker  Oats 
Company,  Merchandise  Mart,  Chicago, 
HI.  60654.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  J.  H. 
Gray,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  345  W.  Wayne  Street,  Room  204, 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC-135840  (Suto-No.  8TA),  filed 
July  25,  1974.  Applicant:  S  &  B  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  2525  BurlingtonJVvenue, 
Billings,  Mont.  59102.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Hugh  Sweeney,  P.O.  Box  1321, 
Billings,  Mont.  59103.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Carbonated  beverages,  from  the 
plant  of  Wy-Mont  Beverages,  Inc.,  Bill¬ 
ings,  Mont.,  to  the  Coca-Cola  Bottling 
Company  at  Willlston,  N.  Dak.;  and  the 
Coca-Cola  Bottling  Company,  Dickin¬ 
son,  N.  Dak.;  and  Coca-Cola  Bottling 
Company  of  the  Black  Hills,  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Wy-Mont  Beverages,  Inc., 
4151  First  Avenue  South,  Billings,  Mont. 
59101.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Paul  J. 
Labane,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Room  222  U.S.  Post  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  BUllngs,  Mont.  59101. 

By  The  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18649  Filed  8-12-74:8:45  ami 


[Notice  No.  114] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

August  7,  1974. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
2 10a  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  imder  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67,  (49  CFR  Part  1131), 
published  In  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
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These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15 
calendar  days  after  the  date  of  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  application  Is  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy 
of  such  protests  must  be  served  on  the 
applicant,  or  Its  authorized  representa¬ 
tive,  If  any,  and  the  protests  must  certify 
that  such  service  has  been  made.  The 
protests  must  be  specific  as  to  the  service 
which  such  Protestant  can  and  will  offer, 
and  must  consist  of  a  signed  original  and 
six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  Is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  In 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

No.  MC-30887  (Sub-No.  205TA) ,  filed 
July  30,  1974.  Applicant:  SHIPLEY 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  49  Main  Street, 
Relsterstown,  Md.  21136.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  W.  B.  Eckels  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
plastic  grantUes,  X-rail.  In  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  Hanover, 
Pa.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Mr.  Thomas  E.  McCray, 
Transportation  Analyst,  Gulf  Oil  Chemi¬ 
cals  Company,  P.O.  Box  2100,  Houston, 
Tex-  77001.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  WU- 
11am  L.  Hughes,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  814-B  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201. 

No.  MC-114457  (Sub-No.  200TA) ,  filed 
July  30,  1974.  Applicant:  DART 

TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
780  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  65104.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  P.  Zell  (same  address  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  Ottawa  and  Columbus 
Grove,  Ohio,  and  Hoopeston,  Bl.,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and 
Wisconsin,  restricted  to  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  Ottawa  and 
Columbus  Grove,  Ohio,  and  destined  to 
the  named  destination  states,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Gamble 
Robinson  Co.,  661-5th  Avenue  North, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55405.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Raymond  T.  Jones,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
ml^ion.  Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  414 
Federal  Building  and  U.S.  Courtoouse, 
110  South  4th  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55401. 

No.  MC  116519  (Sub-No.  23TA),  filed 
July  30,  1974.  Applicant:  FREDERICJK 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  Rural  Route  6, 
Chatham,  Ontario,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
representative:  S.  Harrison  Kahn,  Suite 
733,  Investment  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Harvester  combines  and  parts  and  at¬ 


tachments  thereof  when  shipped  in  con- 
Jimction  with  combines,  from  ports  of 
entry  along  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  Canada  and  the  United 
States  at  points  in  the  states  of  New  York 
and  Michigan,  to  points  In  Delaware, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Mary¬ 
land,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  for  90  days.  Restrictions:  (1) 
The  transportation  authorized  herein  Is 
restricted  to  shipment  originating  in 
Canada  for  delivery  to  points  and  places 
In  the  United  States  in  foreign  com¬ 
merce  and  (2)  The  transportation  au¬ 
thorized  herein  is  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  facilities  of  the 
Massey-Ferguson  Industries  Limited  lo¬ 
cated  In  the  province  of  Ontario.  SUP- 
POR'TINO  SHIPPER:  Massey-Ferguson 
Industries  Limited,  915  King  St. 
Toronto,  Ontario,  (Canada.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Melvin  F.  Kirsch,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  1110 
Broderick  Tower,  10  Witherell  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Mich.  48226. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  It  does  not 
Intended  to  Interline  and/or  tack  authcslty. 

No.  MC  124554  (Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
July  30,  1974.  Applicant:  LANG  CART¬ 
AGE  CORP.,  338  South  17th  Street,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wls.  53233.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  C.  Alexander,  710 
North  Plankinton  Avenue,  Milwaukee, 
Wls.  53203.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale 
drug  business  houses,  from  Milwaukee, 
Wls.,  to  points  in  Lake  County,  Bl.,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Yahr-Lange,  Inc.,  800  Wall  Street,  Elm 
Grove,  Wls.  53122  (Walter  L.  Ehrke.  Vise 
Pres.).  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District 
Supervisor  John  E.  Ryden,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  135  West  WeUs  Street,  Room 
807,  Milwaukee,  Wls.  53203. 

No.  MC  127253  (Sub-No.  51TA) ,  filed 
July  30, 1974.  Applicant:  R.  A.  CORBETT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  728,  Was- 
kom,  Tex.  75692.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Kenneth  EUtton  (same  address  as 
above).  Authority  soiight  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Synthetic 
resin.  In  bulk,  from  Diboll,  Tex.,  to  points 
In  Alabama,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Borden  Chemical  Co.,  100 
Borden  Drive,  Diboll,  Tex.  75941.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Gerald  T.  Holland,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  1100  Commerce  Street, 
Room  13C12,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

No.  MC-128217  (Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
July  29,  1974.  Applicant:  REINHART 
MAYER,  doing  business  as  MAYER 
TRUCK  LINE,  1203  South  Riverside 
Drive,  Jamestown,  N.  Dak.  58401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  B.  Hovland, 
425  Gate  C^ty  Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58401.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pre¬ 
fabricated  buildings  and  building  mate¬ 


rials,  from  Jamestown.  N.  Dak.,  to  points 
In  Idaho,  Minnesota,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming 
and  (2)  Building  materials  (except  Iron 
or  steel  articles) ,  from  points  in  the  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  Commercial  Zone,  to 
points  In  North  Dakota,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  LeFevre 
-Sales,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1708,  Jamestown, 
N.  Dak.  58401.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 

J.  H.  Ambs,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  P.O.  Box  2340,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.  58102. 

No.  MC-134806  (Sub-No.  26TA) ,  filed 
July  29,  1974.  Applicant:  B-D-R 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  813,  Brat- 
tleboro,  Vt.  05301.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Francis  J.  Ortman,  1100  17th 
Street  NW.,  Suite  613,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Footwear. 
from  Lancaster,  Pa.,  to  Brattleboro,  Vt., 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
G.  H.  Bass  &  Co.,  Wilton,  Maine  04294. 
SEND  PRO'TESTS  TO:  District  Super¬ 
visor  Paul  D.  Collins,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  P.O.  Box  548,  Montpelier,  Vt. 
05602. 

No.  MC  138991  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
July  31,  1974.  Applicant:  K.  J.  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9764, 
Rochester,  N.Y.  14623.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  S.  Michael  Richards,  44 
North  Avenue,  Webster.  N.Y.  14580.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages 
(except  Imported  malt  beverages) ;  (2) 
Empty  steel  drums;  and  (3)  Beverages 
(other  than  malt),  (1)  from  Brooklyn, 
N.Y.,  and  Lehigh,  Pa.,  to  Rochester,  N.Y.; 
(2)  from  Rochester,  N.Y.,  to  Newark, 
N.J.;  and  (3)  from  Union,  N.J.,  to  points 
In  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  points  in 
Pennsylvania  on  and  north  of  Inter- 
state  Highway  80,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPERS:  Lake  Beverage 
Corp.,  (Rochester,  N.Y.,  Milton  Roth- 
fu».  Manager;  Bayonne  Barrel  It  Drum 
Company,  Newark,  N.J.,  Prank  A.  Lang- 
ella.  President;  and  Shasta  Beverages, 
Division  of  Consolidated  Poods,  Hay¬ 
ward,  Calif.,  D.  M.  Jungroth,  Operations 
Manager.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Morris 
H.  Gross,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  Room  104,  301  Erie  Blvd.,  West, 
Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202. 

No.  MC-140032  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
July  26,  1974.  Applicant:  LAVERN  E. 
WOLFE,  doing  business  as  WOLFE  & 
WOLFE,  305  Crossland  Avenue,  Union- 
town,  Pa.  15401.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Wm.  J.  Lavalle,  2310  Grant  Bldg., 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foundry  sand,  (1)  from  points  in 
Summit  County,  Ohio,  to  points  In 
Greene.  Fayette,  Washington,  Allegheny. 
Westmoreland,  Beaver,  Armstrong,  and 
Venango  Counties,  Pa.,  and  (2)  from 
ConneUsville  and  Uniontown,  Pa.,  to 
Newark.  Ohio,  under  a  continuing  con- 
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tract  or  contracts  with  Artisand,  Inc.,  of 
Connellsville,  Pa.,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER;  Artisand,  Incor¬ 
porated,  301  South  Sixth  Street,  Con¬ 
nellsville,  Pa.  15425.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Joseph  A.  Niggemyer,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  416  Old  Post 
Office  Building,  ^/^eeling,  W.  Va.  26003. 

No.  MC-140043  TA.  filed  July  24,  1974. 
Applicant:  ANTHONY  REPACI  &  SONS 
INC.,  835  Route  1,  Iselin,  N.J.  08830.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  F. 
Bowes,  744  Broad  St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Cashew  nut 
shell,  liquid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1) 
from  piers  in  Brooklyn,  New  York,  N.Y., 
to  Cedar  Knolls,  N.J.,  and  Stratford, 
Conn.;  and  (2)  from  Cedar  Bhiolls,  N.J., 
to  Green  Island,  North  Tonawanda,  and 
Schenectady,  N.Y.,  and  Stratford,  Conn., 
for  180  days. 

Non. — ^Transportation  under  paragraphs 
(1)  and  (2)  above  is  to  be  performed  under 
contract  for  the  account  of  Colloid  Chemical 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  Cedar  Knolls,  NJ.;  and 
Raybestos  Manhattan,  Stratford,  Conn. 

SUPPORTING  SHIPPER;  Colloid 
Chemical  Laboratories,  Inc.,  25  Cedar 
Knolls  Road,  Cedar  Klnolls,  N.J.  07927, 
and  Raybestos  Manhattan,  75  East  Main 
Street,  Stratford,  Conn.  06497.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Robert  S.  H.  Vance,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Bureau  of  Operations.  9 
Clinton  St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  140044  TA.  filed  July  -30,  1974. 
Applicant;  SAM  CHATTERTON,  doing 
business  as  OROWEAT  TRANSCO,  3910 
Pershing  Drive,  El  Paso,  Tex.  79903.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  William  J.  Lipp- 
man,  1819  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bak¬ 
ery  products,  (1)  from  Montebello,  North 
Hollywood,  Oakland,  and  San  Diego, 
Calif.,  to  Phoenix  and  Tucson,  Arlz.; 
Albuquerque  and  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.; 
Amtoillo,  Dallas,  El  Paso,  Houston,  and 
Lubbock.  Tex.;  and  Colorado  Springs, 
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Denver,  and  Olathe,  Colo.;  (2)  from 
Dallas,  Tex.,  to  Albuquerque  and  Santa 
Fe,  N.  Mex.;  and  (3)  from  Hope,  Ark.,  to 
El  Paso,  Tex. ;  Phoenix  and  Tucson,  Ariz.; 
Las  Vegas.  Nev.;  and  Los  Angeles  and 
San  Diego,  Calif.,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPERS:  William  E.  John¬ 
son,  Johnson  Distributors,  4088  Dietz 
Farm  Circle,  NW.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 
87107;  BL  L.  McNutt,  Oroweat  Bakings 
Company,  10689  Harry  Hines  Blvd.,  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.;  J.  Armanda,  Oroweat  Baking 
Company,  480  South  Vail,  Montebello, 
Calif.  90640;  Don  Murdock,  Mother’s 
Cookie  Co.,  810  81st  Avenue,  Oakland, 
Calif.  94621;  Sam  Chatterton,  Oroweat 
Distributing,  Inc.,  3910  Pershing  Drive, 
El  Paso,  Tex.  79903;  and  J.  H.  Winer, 
Meyer’s  Bakery  of  Hope,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Drawer  M.  Hope,  Ark.  71801.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  HaskeU  E.  Ballard,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
-state  Commerce  Commission,  Box  H- 
4395  Herring  Plaza,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79101. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  does  not 
intend  to  tack. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  139886  (Sub-No.  ITA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  June  11,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  2, 
1974,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  A-ABC  SKY  VIEW 
TAXI  CAB.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  172,  167  Ad- 
amsville  Road,  Somerville,  N.J.  08876. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Lucy  P.  N. 
Sharp,  45  East  High  Street,  Somerville, 
N.J.  08876.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special  op¬ 
erations  in  nonscheduled  door-to-door 
service  of  not  more  than  seven  passen¬ 
gers  in  any  one  vehicle  not  including  the 
driver,  between  points  in  Somerset,  Him- 
terdon,  Mercer,  Middlesex,  and  Morris 
Coimties,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 'on 
the  other,  points  in  New  York  City,  N.Y., 
and  its  commercial  zone,  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.;  and  Philadelphia. 
Pa.,  and  its  commercisd  zone  and  points 
in  New  Jersey,  for  180  days,  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPERS;  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  30  statements  of  support  attached 


to  the  application,  which  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  here  at  the  Interstate  Conunerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
copies  thereof  which  may  be  examin^  at 
the  field  office  named  below.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Robert  S.  H.  Vance,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  9 
Clinton  Street,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  show  that  Somerset,  Hunterdon,  Mercer, 
Middlesex,  and  Morris  Counties  are  in  New 
Jersey  and  not  New  York. 

By  The  Commission, 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18560  Filed  8-12-74:8:46  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

August  8, 1974. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
chargers  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

FSA  No.  42863 — Joint  Water-Rail  Con¬ 
tainer  Rates — American  President  Lines,  Ltd. 
Filed  by  American  President  Lines,  Ltd.  (No. 
13),  for  itself  and  Interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  general  commodities,  between  ports 
In  Thailand,  Singapore,  Federation  of  Malay¬ 
sia.  Indonesia,  Singapore,  India,  Japan, 
Korea,  Hong  Kong,  Taiwan,  Hie  Philippines 
and  Vietnam,  on  the  one  hand,  and  raU  sta¬ 
tions  on  the  UJ9.  Atlnatlc  and  Qulf  Seaboard, 
on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief — ^Water  competition. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18551  FUed  8-12-74;8:4'5  am] 
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